
 
AGENDA 

STATE BOARD OF EDUCATION 

 
August 14, 2006 

Arkansas Department of Education  

State Education Building 

9:00 AM 

 
Chair’s Report – Diane Tatum 

Commissioner’s Report – Dr. T. Kenneth James  
Back Print

 Work Session

W-1 Update on Accountability - Adequate Yearly Progress and School Improvement 
Status

 This report provides an update on 2005-2006 status of school performance based on requirement of No Child Left 

Behind.  

 Consent Agenda

C-1 Minutes - July 10, 2006

 Minutes of the July 10, 2006, meeting are submitted for review and approval. 

C-2 Newly Employed, Promotions and Separations

 The applicant data from this information is used to compile the Applicant Flow Chart forms for the Affirmative Action 

Report, which demonstrates the composition of applicants through the selecting, hiring, promoting and terminating 

process.    

 

Process   To communicate to the members of the State Board on monthly personnel actions.      

 

The information is needed to measure the effectiveness of our recruitment, hiring and promotion efforts and is in 

conformity with federal government guidelines, which require us to compile statistical information about applicants for 

employment.

C-3 Commitment to Principles of Desegregation Settlement Agreement: Report on the 
Execution of the Implementation Plan

 * By the Court Order of December 1, 1993, the Department of Education is required to file a monthly Project 

Management Tool to the court and the parties to assure its commitment to the Desegregation Plan. This report 

describes the progress the ADE has made since March 15, 1994, in complying with the provisions of the 

Implementation Plan (Plan) and itemizes the ADE's progress against the timelines presented in the Plan. Process * In 

August, the report emphasizes the following: 1. Summary of the PMT for July. 

C-4 Review of Loans and Bonds Applications

 



Pursuant to Arkansas Code Annotated (A.C.A.) § 6-20-805 and A.C.A. § 6-20-1205, the State Board of Education must 

approve all Revolving Loan Fund and Commercial Bond applications, with the exception of non-voted refundings of 

commercial bond issues that meet the minimum savings as required by the Rules and Regulations Governing Loan 

and Bond Applications, Section 9.02.  The applications have been reviewed by the Department Loan Committee and i t 

is recommended that the State Board of Education review the following for approval: Item (1) 4 Revolving Loans; Item 

(2) 8 2nd  Lien Bonds; Item (3)34  Voted Bonds. 

 Action Agenda

A-1 Consideration of Appeal of Accreditation Status for Arkansas School for the Blind

 For the 2005-2006 school year, The Arkansas School for the Blind Elementary and High School have been assigned 

an Accreditation Status of Accredited—Probationary for lack of a Gifted and Talented Program.  Arkansas School for 

the Blind High School has been assigned this status as well for not teaching all of the required 38 courses in grades 9-

12.  In 2004-2005, the school was Accredited-Cited because of a teacher not being fully certified.    

The school does not have an approved Gifted and Talented program.  This was verified by school officials and by 

Department of Education’s Gifted and Talented Office.    

The school does not teach all of the required courses.  This was verified by Master Schedule, and by school officials. 

 

Elementary and High Schools  

GIFTED AND TALENTED EDUCATION 18.01 requires that each school district shall develop procedures to identify 

gifted and talented students in accordance with guidelines established by the Department, and 18.02 requires that each 

school district shall provide educational opportunities for students identified as gifted and talented appropriate to their 

ability.    

24.12 A school district will be placed in probationary status for lack of a gifted and talented program. Such status will 

extend to the first day of the next academic semester.  

 

High School 

REQUIRED COURSES IN GRADES NINE THROUGH TWELVE (9-12) 9.03.4 requires thirty-eight (38) units be taught 

annually.   

 

9.03.4.1 Language Arts requires six (6) specific units be taught  

1 unit oral communications or ½ unit oral communications and ½ unit drama  

1 unit journalism (Other options as approved by the Department)    

 

9.03.4.2 Science requires that five (5) units be taught (active student participation in laboratory experience is required 

for a minimum of 20% of instructional time.)  

1 unit chemistry  

2 units approved by the Department    

 

9.03.4.7 Social Studies requires that 4 units be taught  

1 unit civics or civics/government  

2 units of other Department approved social studies electives    

 

9.03.4.9 Career and Technical Education requires that 9 units of sequenced career and technical education courses 

(programs of study) representing three (3) occupational areas.    

 

24.17  A school or school district shall be placed in probationary status for failing to teach the required courses 

mandated by these Standards for Accreditation. 



A-2 Consideration for Appeal of Accreditation Status for Arkansas School for the Deaf

 For the 2005-2006 school year, the Arkansas School for the Deaf Elementary and Middle Schools have been assigned 

an Accreditation Status of Accredited-Probationary for lack of a Gifted and Talented Program, for lack of at least a half-

time principal, and for lack of at least a half-time media specialist.  The High School has been assigned the same status 

due to the lack of the three previously mentioned violations and additionally, for the lack of not teaching all 38 courses 

required by standards.  Not teaching all of the required courses at the High School was verified by Master Schedule, 

and by school officials.  

   

In 2004-2005, the district had only two schools, the elementary and the high school, and a full-time elementary principal 

and a full-time high school principal.  In 2005-2006, the district reorganized into three schools, adding a middle school.  

Only one principal was employed for all three schools, and he only holds an elementary building administrator’s 

license.  Standards require that every school has at least a half-time principal when the enrollment of the school is less 

than 300 students.  The same is true for library/media specialists.  Each school in Arkansas School for the Deaf School 

District has the equivalent of only a third of a principal. 

 

Elementary, Middle and High Schools 

 

PRINCIPAL 15.02 requires that each school shall employ at least a half-time principal.   

 

24.08 A school or school district will be placed in probationary status for failing to employ a superintendent, principal, 

assistant principal (if required), nurse, or counselor. Such status will extend to the first day of the next academic 

semester    

 

MEDIA SERVICES 16.02.3 requires that each school with fewer than three hundred (300) students enrolled shall 

employ at least a half-time, licensed library media specialist.    

 

24.13 A school or school district will be placed in probationary status for lack of a media services program. Such status 

will extend to the first day of the next academic semester.    

 

GIFTED AND TALENTED EDUCATION 18.01 requires that each school district shall develop procedures to identify 

gifted and talented students in accordance with guidelines established by the Department, and 18.02 requires that each 

school district shall provide educational opportunities for students identified as gifted and talented appropriate to their 

ability.    

 

24.12 A school district will be placed in probationary status for lack of a gifted and talented program. Such status will 

extend to the first day of the next academic semester. 

 

High School  

 

REQUIRED COURSES IN GRADES NINE THROUGH TWELVE (9-12) 9.03.4 requires thirty-eight (38) units be taught 

annually.   

 

9.03.4.1 Language Arts requires six (6) specific units be taught  

4 units English  

1 unit oral communications or ½ unit oral communications and ½ unit drama  

1 unit journalism (Other options as approved by the Department)    

 



9.03.4.2 Science requires that five (5) units be taught (active student participation in laboratory experience is required 

for a minimum of 20% of instructional time.)  

1 unit biology  

1 unit chemistry  

1 unit physics (other options as approved by the Department)  

2 units approved by the Department    

 

9.03.4.3 Mathematics requires 6 units  

1 unit Algebra I  

1 unit geometry  

1 unit Algebra II  

1 unit pre-calculus mathematics to include trigonometry (Other options as approved by the Department)    

 

9.03.4.4 Foreign Languages - 2 units of the same language    

 

9.03.4.5 Fine Arts - 3 ½ units  

1 unit art  

1 unit instrumental music  

1 unit vocal music  

½ unit survey of fine arts or an advanced art or an advanced music course    

 

9.03.4.7 Social Studies requires that 4 units be taught  

1 unit American history with emphasis on 20th Century America  

1 unit world history  

1 unit civics or civics/government  

½ unit of Arkansas history if not taught in grade 7 or 8 (Other options as approved by the Department)    

 

24.17  A school or school district shall be placed in probationary status for failing to teach the required courses 

mandated by these Standards for Accreditation.   

A-3 Consideration of Appeal of Accreditation Status for Earle School District

 
Earle Elementary School 

For the 2004 – 2005 school year, Earle Elementary School received an Accredited - Probationary status for employing 

a teacher, library media specialist and a guidance counselor in positions without appropriate certification.  Evidence 

presented to the department was not adequate to justify the removal or correction of the assigned status.  District 

administrators did not appeal the 2004 – 2005 status.   

A pre-preliminary on-site review visit was made to the Earle School District on October 7, 2005.  The SAU team was 

able to verify that the library media specialist position had been replaced with a certified library media specialist.  Mr. 

Crumbly further assured the team that a reassignment would be made for the teacher position and that he was working 

with licensure to clear up certification for the guidance position.  

For the 2005 – 2006 school year, Earle Elementary School received a second year Accredited - Probationary status for 

employing a teacher and a guidance counselor in positions without appropriate certification.   

An Initial Accreditation report dated March 22, 2006 was mailed to the Earle School District denoting each violation for 

Earle Elementary School.  Evidence presented to the department was not adequate to justify the removal or correction 

of the assigned status.  The Final Accreditation report dated May 4, 2006 was mailed to the Earle School District citing 

an Accredited – Probationary status for Earle Elementary School.  

   



Dunbar Middle School 

For the 2004 – 2005 school year, Dunbar Middle School received an Accredited - Probationary status for employing a 

guidance counselor in a position without appropriate certification as well as failure to provide appropriate art and music 

instruction.  Evidence presented to the department was not adequate to justify the removal or correction of the assigned 

status.  District administrators did not appeal the 2004 – 2005 status.  

 A pre-preliminary on-site review visit was made to the Earle School District on October 7, 2005.  The evidence 

presented for review reflected the teaching of art and music.  Mr. Crumbly assured the team that he was working with 

licensure to clear up certification for the guidance position.  

For the 2005 – 2006 school year, Dunbar Middle School received a second year Accredited - Probationary status for 

employing a guidance counselor in a position without appropriate certification.   

An Initial Accreditation report dated March 22, 2006 was mailed to the Earle School District denoting each violation for 

Dunbar Middle School.  Evidence presented to the department was not adequate to justify the removal or correction of 

the assigned status.   The Final Accreditation report dated May 4, 2006 was mailed to the Earle School District citing an 

Accredited – Probationary status for Dunbar Middle School.  

   

Earle High School 

For the 2004 – 2005 school year, Earle High School received an Accredited - Probationary status for failure to provide 

instruction in Journalism, Vocal Music and Physical Education.  Evidence presented to the department was not 

adequate to justify the removal or correction of the assigned status.  District administrators did not appeal the 2004 – 

2005 status.  

 A pre-preliminary on-site review visit was made to the Earle School District on October 7, 2005.  The evidence 

presented to the SAU team reflected the teaching of Journalism, Vocal Music and Physical Education.  

For the 2005 – 2006 school year, Earle High School received a second year Accredited - Probationary status for 

employing a Chemistry teacher without appropriate certification, (Physical/Earth Science).   

An Initial Accreditation report dated March 22, 2006 was mailed to the Earle School District denoting this violation for 

Earle High School.  Evidence presented to the department in reference to the certification of the teacher was not 

adequate to justify the removal or correction of the assigned status.  The Final Accreditation report dated May 4, 2006 

was mailed to the Earle School District citing an Accredited – Probationary status for Earle High School.  

 

 

Earle Elementary teacher did not meet required certification requirements – 001 Early Childhood, 2002-expiration date. 

 

Dunbar Middle School teacher did not meet required certification requirements – 299 Guidance P-8, 2004 expiration 

date. 

 

Earle High School teacher did not meet required certification requirements – 169 Physical/Earth Science, 2005 

expiration date.    

Earle High School teacher did not meet required certification requirements.    

Earle High School teacher did not meet required certification requirements – 004 Spanish.    

 

Standard X Personnel  

Standard 15.03.2 specifically indicates that all administrative, teaching, and other personnel shall meet appropriate 

State licensure and renewal requirements for the position to which they are assigned.   

 

Standard 24.01 – A school or school district will be placed in cited status for licensure deficiencies for the second and 

third year of an individual’s Additional Licensure Plan (ALP).  This status will continue for the length of time prescribed 

by the individual’s Approved Licensure Plan, not to exceed two (2) years.  Any school employing a teacher not 



completing the ALP process after the two (2) year cited process shall be assigned accredited-probationary status.  

 

Standard 24.07 – A school will be placed in probationary status for any staff member(s) not holding a valid Arkansas 

License.  Such status will not extend beyond January 30 of the current school year.      

A-4 Consideration of Appeal of Accreditation Status for Elkins School District

  

Initial Accreditation Report dated March 21, 2006, was mailed to the Elkins School District denoting a violation for 

Elkins Elementary School for employing a teacher in a certified position without appropriate licensure.  

No evidence was presented to the ADE to justify removal or correction of the violation prior to the mailing of the Annual 

Accreditation Report on May 12, 2006.  An Accreditation Status of Accredited-Probationary was assigned.  

SBE acted on June 12, 2006, to approve a two year probationary license for the teacher.   

 

 

Standard X Personnel    

 

Elkins Elementary teacher did not meet required certification requirements.  

   

Standard 15.03.2 specifically indicates that all administrative, teaching, and other personnel shall meet appropriate 

State licensure and renewal requirements for the position to which they are assigned.   

 

Standard 24.07 – A school will be placed in probationary status for any staff member(s) not holding a valid Arkansas 

License.  Such status will not extend beyond January 30 of the current school year.  

 

A-5 Consideration of Appeal of Accreditation Status for Kirby School District

 
For the 2004-2005 school year, Kirby High School received an Accredited-Probationary status for failure to provide a 

music course that is a requirement for the required 38 secondary courses. Evidence provided to the Department was 

not adequate to justify the removal or correction of the assigned status. District administrators did not appeal the 2004-

2005 status.  

A pre-preliminary on-site review visit was made to Kirby High School on September 23, 2005. The SAU team was able 

to verify that the music course was in place and that the school had the required thirty-eight courses as prescribed by 

law.  

For the 2005-2006 school year, Kirby High School received a second year Accredited Probationary status for 

employing a teacher in a position without appropriate certification.  

An Initial Accreditation report dated March 21, 2006 was mailed to Kirby School District detailing the violation for Kirby 

High School. Evidence presented to the Department was not adequate to justify the removal or correction of the 

assigned status. The Final Accreditation report dated May 5, 2006 was mailed to the Kirby School District citing an 

Accredited-Probationary status for Kirby High School.  

 

Kirby High School teacher did not meet required certification requirements—414000-Journalism, 2003-expiration date.  

 

15.03.1 All administrative, teaching, and other personnel shall hold a current, valid Arkansas license as required by 

law.  

 

15.03.2 specifically indicates that all administrative, teaching, and other personnel shall meet appropriate State 

licensure and renewal requirements for the position to which they are assigned.  



 

15.03.7 The State licensure system shall include a process designed to provide qualified individuals applying for a 

license an alternative to completion of a traditional teacher education program.  

 

24.01 A school or school district will be placed in cited status for licensure deficiencies for the second and third year of 

an individual’s Additional Licensure Plan (ALP). This status will continue for the length of time prescribed by the 

individual’s approved Additional Licensure Plan, not to exceed two (2) years. Any school employing a teacher not 

completing the ALP process after the two (2) year process shall be assigned accredited-probationary status.  

 

A-6 Consideration of Appeal of Accreditation Status for Lincoln School District

 In 2002-2003 a September 1, 2005, Licensure deadline was assigned to Mr. James Lewis to attain licensure for the 

position of Superintendent. The Initial Accreditation Report dated March 21, 2006, was mailed to the Lincoln School 

District denoting an ALP expiration date of 09/01/05 for James Lewis, Superintendent. No evidence was presented to 

the ADE to justify removal or correction of the violation. The Annual Accreditation Report dated May 11, 2006, was 

mailed to the Lincoln School District assigning an accredited-probationary status for the district administrative office for 

employing a superintendent without appropriate licensure.  Standard 15.01   15.03.1 All administrative, teaching, and 

other personnel shall hold a current, valid Arkansas license as required by law. 15.03.2 specifically indicates that all 

administrative, teaching, and other personnel shall meet appropriate State licensure and renewal requirements for the 

position to which they are assigned. 

A-7 Consideration of Appeal of Accreditation Status for Mulberry/Pleasant View Bi-
County School District 

 For the 2004-2005 school year, Marvin Elementary received an Accredited-Cited status for employing a teacher of 

special education in a position without appropriate certification.  Evidence presented to the Department was not 

adequate to justify the removal or correction of the assigned status.  For the 2005-2006 school year, Marvin 

Elementary School received a first-year Accredited-Probationary status for employing a teacher in a position without 

proper certification. An Initial Accreditation Report dated March 22, 2006, was mailed to the Mulberry School District 

listing each violation for Marvin Elementary School.  Evidence presented to the Department was not adequate to justify 

the removal or correction of the assigned status.  The Annual Accreditation Report dated May 8, 2006, was mailed to 

the Mulberry School District citing an Accredited-Probationary status for Marvin Elementary School.  

 

 

8312 Cert. Expired  (6090-Parent Facilitator)—(6095-Academic Mentor)—(970300-Title I Reading)  

   

15.03.1    All administrative, teaching, and other personnel shall hold a current, valid Arkansas license as required by 

law.  

   

24.07         A school will be placed in probationary status for any staff member(s) not holding a valid Arkansas license.  

Such status will not extend beyond January 30 of the current school year.  

   

Marvin Elementary School employed a teacher whose certification expired on 12/31/04.   

Rule 24.07 states that the school failed to meet the identified date of correction for this infraction.  The result is 

Accredited-Probation.

A-8 Consideration of Appeal of Accreditation Status for Pulaski County Special School 
District 

 



For the 2005-2006 school year, Oak Grove High School has been assigned an accreditation status of Accredited-

Probationary because the school failed to teach the 38 courses required by Standards for Accreditation.  Specifically, 

only five of the six required mathematics were taught.  The master schedule shows that the school taught Algebra I, 

Geometry, Algebra II, Pre-calculus with trigonometry, Integrated Algebra A, and Integrated Algebra B. In the new Smart 

Core curriculum a student who take Integrated Algebra A and Integrated Algebra B will only receive one unit of credit.  

Before the new standards were approved in January of 2005, schools were allowed to count both Integrated Algebra A 

and Integrated Algebra B as approved electives that would meet the 6 math course requirement.  Integrated Algebra A 

and Integrated Algebra B, provided schools with a way to teach the content of Algebra I over a two year period.  

Beginning with the 2005-2006 year, Integrated Algebra A no longer counted towards the six required math courses.  In 

2006-2007, neither Integrated Algebra A and Integrated Algebra B will satisfy the requirement. Required courses in 

grades nine through twelve (9-12)   9.03.4 requires thirty-eight (38) units be taught annually.  Further, 9.03.4.3 requires 

that six (6) units of mathematics be taught as part of the required 38 units.  Specific required courses are Algebra I, 

geometry, Algebra II, Pre-calculus with trigonometry.  Two (2) other courses as approved by the Department must also 

be taught.  Until 2005-2006, Algebra A and Algebra could both count as the two other approved math courses.  For the 

2005-2006 school year, the Department no longer approved Algebra A.  For the 2006-2007 school year, neither 

Algebra A nor Algebra B will be approved to count as part of the 38.   24.17  A school or school district shall be placed 

in probationary status for failing to teach the required courses mandated by these Standards for Accreditation.   

A-9 Consideration of Appeal of Accreditation Status for South Conway Co. School 
District 

 Morrilton High School received an Accredited Status for the 2004-2005 school year.  The Initial Accreditation Report 

was mailed to the district dated March 22, 2006 noting a violation for Morrilton High School for not teaching required 

secondary courses.  Some corrections were made.  

Evidence received from the district on May 12, 2006 indicated that the district taught 1 unit of US History (Code 

470000), 1 unit of World History (Code 471000), and 1 unit of Civics (Code 472100).  

The district also reported teaching AP US History, Pre AP World History and AP European History (Standards 

9.03.4.7.)  

 

Required courses in grades nine through twelve (9-12)  

   

9.03.4  requires thirty-eight (38) units to be taught annually; thirty-three (33) are specified by name.  

   

Four (4) units of Social Studies are required to be taught annually.  One (1) unit of civics or civic/government is 

inclusive in these four (4) units.  Students are required to have a semester of Civics for graduation.  However, the 

district is required to teach one (1) full unit.  One (1) unit is equivalent to 120 clock hours.  It is essential to 

have “students enrolled” for a course to be "taught."  Morrilton High School did teach 1 unit of World History, 1 unit of 

US History and 1 unit of Civic/Government, however, 4 units are required.   

   

24.17- A school or school district shall be placed in probationary status for failing to teach the required courses 

mandated by these Standards for Accreditation.  

   

A-10 Consideration of Appeal of Accreditation Status for Two Rivers School District 

 
 

For the 2004-2005 school year, Twin Rivers School District received an Accredited status.  

For the 2005-2006 school year, Twin Rivers School District received an Accredited-Probationary status for failure to 

present a timely Annual Accreditation Report to the Department.  



An Initial Accreditation Report dated March 21, 2006 was mailed to the Twin Rivers School District denoting the 

violation. Evidence presented to the Department was not adequate to justify the removal or correction of the assigned 

status. The Final Accreditation Report dated May 8, 2006 was mailed to the Twin Rivers School District citing an 

Accredited-Probationary status for the Twin Rivers School District.  

  

Two Rivers School District did not meet required deadline for providing an Annual Accreditation Report to the 

Department.  

   

 

20000 Date Received—Violation not corrected by deadline.  

(Review Date: 10/15/2006)  

   

24.04 A school district will be placed in cited status for providing a late Annual Accreditation Report to the Department. 

Such status will extend to October 15 of the next school year. At the conclusion of the cited term, if the same violation 

exists, the school district shall be assigned probationary status.  

The Twin Rivers School District failed to file the Annual Accreditation Report to the  

Arkansas Department of Education per the time limitations reflected in Rule 24.04.  

   

A-11 Request Approval of the Accreditation Status for Arkansas Public Schools and 
School Districts 2005-2006

 
 

2005-2006 ACCREDITATION SUMMARY  

   

Total Districts                               

            254 + 8 Open Enrollment Charters 

Total  Schools      1090  

Schools Accredited Status                                     807  

Schools Accredited-Cited Status                           219  

Schools Accredited-Probationary Status             64  

Status Appeals    10  

Districts Accredited-Cited Status                           19  

Districts Accredited-Probationary Status             4  

   

 

23.01            Compliance with Standards  

            A school or district shall be accredited on the basis of its complying with these standards and state law related 

to these standards.  

   

23.03            Accreditation Process  

            The Department shall annually review all reports and investigate any suspected deficiencies in meeting 

standards.  All written complaints charging violations of standards received by the Department shall be investigated.  

Each year the Department shall make an on-site visit to a selected number of school districts and review the schools 

for compliance with the standards.  The Department shall notify all school districts and schools not meeting the 

Standards for Accreditation of deficiencies by May 15 of each year.  

   

23.04    Accreditation  



   

23.04.1          Any school or district, which falls below current Standards for Accreditation, as determined by the 

Department, shall be notified in writing as being classified in either cited or probationary status by May 15 of each year.

A-12 Consideration for Public Comment of Proposed Revisions to the Rules Governing 
the Arkansas Comprehensive Testing, Assessment and Accountability Program 
and the Academic Distress Program

 The Arkansas Comprehensive Testing, Assessment and Accountability Program and the Academic Distress Program 

Rule was last revised in January 2006.  Since that time, the Board has adopted policy for determining school 

accountability ratings.  This revision places that action in the Rule. 

 

The Department proposes changes is the procedure for assessment of students with limited English proficiency and 

other technical amendments.  

A-13 Consideration for Public Comment of the Proposed Rules Governing the 
Regulatory Basis of Accounting

 A.C.A. 10-4-208 established that a local school board could select the format in which the financial statements in its 

annual audit would be presented.  These proposed rules establish that process.

A-14 Consideration for Public Comment of the Proposed Rules Governing the Program 
to Inform Students About the ARKids First Program

 A.C.A. 6-10-118 requires the Department of Education to promulgate rules to implement a program to inform public 

school students and their parents and/or guardians about the ARKids First Program. 

 

These proposed rules outline the information program

A-15 Consideration of Technical Amendments to Arkansas Department of Education 
Rules Governing the Assessments Scores for Students Attending the Arkansas 
School for Mathematics, Sciences and the Arts of the University of Arkansas

 These Rules were approved by the Board on June 12, 2006.  Revisions were requested during the Legislative review.  

These amendments to the previously approved Rules are submitted in response to the Legislative review process.  

A-16 Consideration of Exit Criteria of Limited English Proficient (LEP) Students in 
English as a Second Language Learner (ESL) Program

 A committee of 27 educators met in the Spring of 2006 to determine the minimum exit and reclassification criteria for 

students with Limited English Proficiency from the English as a Second Language program at local districts.  A broad-

based committee reviewed current criteria, as well as federal regulations. It is recommended by the committee that the 

minimum criteria listed on the attached document be implemented beginning in the school year 2006-2007.

A-17 Petition from Buffalo Island Central School District to the State Board of Education 
to Move from Eight (8) to Seven (7) Members

 A.C.A. § 6-13-606 grants the Arkansas State Board of Education the authority to hear a petition for a reduction in the 

number of directors for a district to any number not fewer than five (5).  The local board of directors must file the 

petition with the State Board and must run notice of filing the petition by publishing one (1) insertion in a newspaper of 

general circulation within ten (10) days of the filing.  Any order from the State Board directing a decrease in local board 

members shall be entered no more than sixty (60) days after the publication of notice.

A-18 Request from Mayflower and Vilonia School Districts to the State Board of 
Education for an Adjustment to School District Boundary Lines



 On June 26, 2006 the Mayflower and Vilonia School Districts submitted a request to the State Board of Education for 

an exchange of territory between the two school districts.  The school districts have provided proof of publication that 

public notice has run in local newspapers of general circulation no less than once a week for two consecutive weeks.

A-19 Report On The Status Of HAAS Hall Academy Open-Enrollment Charter School

 The State Board approved the original charter for HAAS Hall Academy in 2004.  In 2005, the Board conducted a review 

of HAAS Hall Academy and approved continuation with the provision of an annual review.  The director of the school 

presented a review of the school's progress at the May 2006, State Board Meeting.  At that time, the Board requested a 

follow up report on the status of the school.

A-20 Hearing on Waiver Request for Non-Certified Employment with the Little Rock 
School District - Coy Lee Adams

 Mr. Adams was convicted of Felony Robbery on August 16, 1978.  This is a disqualifying offense for employment with a 

school district as a non-certified employee pursuant to A.C.A. § 6-17-414(g)(1).  Notice of Mr. Adams’ ineligibility was 

provided to the Little Rock School District by letter dated June 26, 2006.  Mr. Adams did submit a written request for 

hearing for a waiver pursuant to A.C.A. § 6-17-414(f). 

A-21 Hearing on Waiver Request for Non-Certified Employment with the LIttle Rock 
School District - Daffney Crawford

 Ms. Crawford was convicted of Domestic Battery on July 16, 1999.  This is a disqualifying offense for employment with 

a school district as a non-certified employee pursuant to A.C.A. § 6-17-414(g)(2)(A).  On June 16, 2006, notice was 

provided to the Little Rock School District of Ms. Crawford’s ineligibility.   Ms. Crawford then submitted a request for a 

hearing on a waiver pursuant to A.C.A. § 6-17-414(f). 

A-22 Hearing on Waiver Request for Employment as Non-Certified Employee of Little 
Rock School District - Heather Brackins

 Ms. Brackins was convicted of Felony Theft of Property on October 5, 1999, and Forgery 2nd Degree on November 8, 

2001.  These are disqualifying offenses for employment with a school district as a non-certified employee pursuant to 

A.C.A. § 6-17-414(g)(1).  Notice of Ms. Brackins’ ineligibility was sent to the Little Rock School District on June 16, 

2006.  Ms. Brackins in a letter dated June 26, 2006, requested a hearing for a waiver pursuant to A.C.A. § 6-17-414(f). 

A-23 Hearing on Waiver Request for Non-Certified Employment with the Pulaski County 
Special School District - Michael Earl Brown

 Mr. Brown was convicted of Assault in the 1st Degree on July 22, 1997.  This is a disqualifying offense for employment 

with a school district as a non-certified employee pursuant to A.C.A. § 6-17-414(b)(22).  Notice of Mr. Brown’s 

ineligibility was provided to the Pulaski County Special School District on June 26, 2006. On July 12, 2006, Mr. Brown 

submitted a request for a hearing on a waiver pursuant to A.C.A. § 6-17-414(f). 

A-24 Hearing on Waiver Request for Non-Certified Employment with the Little Rock 
School District - Sandra Denise McCoy Robinson

 Ms. Robinson was convicted of Felony Criminal Mischief in the 1st Degree on September 21, 2001.  This is a 

disqualifying offense for employment with a school district as a non-certified employee pursuant to A.C.A. § 6-17-414

(g)(1).  Notice of Ms. Robinson’s ineligibility was provided to the Little Rock School District on June 16, 2006.  Ms. 

Robinson, on July 3, 2006, submitted a request for a hearing on a waiver pursuant to A.C.A. § 6-17-414(f). 

A-25 Hearing on Waiver Request for Non-Certified Employement with the Green Forest 
School District - Sherman F. Ross

 
Mr. Ross was convicted of Domestic Violence/Assault on January 2, 1994. This is a disqualifying offense for 



employment with a school district as a non-certified employee pursuant to A.C.A. § 6-17-414(g)(2)(B). Notice of Mr. 

Ross’ ineligibility was provided to the Green Forest School District by letter dated June 16, 2006. Mr. Ross submitted a 

request for a hearing on a waiver pursuant to A.C.A. § 6-17-414(f) on July 7, 2006. 

A-26 Hearing on Waiver Request for Non-Certified Employment with the Helena-West 
Helena School District - Stephone R. Smith

 Mr. Smith was convicted of a Felony Violation of the Uniform Controlled Substances Act on July 31, 1992.  This is a 

disqualifying offense for employment with a school district as a non-certified employee pursuant to A.C.A. § 6-17-414

(g)(1).  Notice of Mr. Smith’s ineligibility was provided to the Helena-West Helena School District on June 26, 2006.  On 

July 6, 2006, Mr. Smith submitted a request for a hearing for a waiver pursuant to A.C.A. § 6-17-414(f). 



Minutes 
State Board of Education 
Monday, July 10, 2006 

 
 

The State Board of Education met on Monday, July 10, 2006, in the auditorium of the 
State Education Building.  Diane Tatum, Chairman, called the meeting to order at 9:00 
a.m. 
 
The following Board members were present:  Diane Tatum, Chairman; Randy Lawson, 
Vice-Chairman; Sherry Burrow; Dr. Tim Knight; Dr. Ben Mays; MaryJane Rebick; and Dr. 
Naccaman Williams. 
 
The following Board member was absent: Dr. Calvin King. 
 

Consent Agenda 
 

Ms. Tatum reminded Board members that action on the Consent Agenda includes 
minutes from both the May and June meetings. 
 
Ms. Burrow moved approval of the Consent Agenda.  Mr. Lawson seconded the motion. 
 
Dr. Mays asked for a revision of the June Minutes specifically related to the discussion 
on the fiscal distress status of the Pulaski County Special School District (Page 5 of the 
June Minutes).  He requested that the discussion reflect the details of the question he 
asked about the cost savings projected from moving athletics, cheerleader and band 
practice to after school.  Board members agreed to that request to amend the June 
Minutes. 
 
The motion to accept the Consent Agenda with the revision to the June Minutes was 
adopted unanimously. 
 

• Minutes – May 8, 2006 
• Minutes – June 12, 2006 
• Commitment to Principles of Desegregation Settlement Agreement: Report on 

the Execution of the Implementation Plan 
• Newly Employed, Promotions and Separations 
• Work Force Data Report 

 
Action Agenda 

 
Petitions for Voluntary Annexation of the Altheimer Unified School District 
into the Receiving Dollarway School District 
 
(The full text of the presentations and discussion for this item are contained in a 
transcript provided by a court reporter.  That transcript is available upon request from 
the State Board Office.) 
 



Scott Smith was recognized to present the discussion of this item. 
 
During the discussion, a district patron, Ms. Singleton, requested that consideration of 
the petition be continued until the bussing study has been completed and a hearing is 
conducted in accordance with the Administrative Procedures Act. 
 
Dr. Williams moved that the request for continuation be denied and that the Board 
approve the Altheimer Unified School District and Dollarway School District’s petition to 
annex the Altheimer Unified School District into the Dollarway School District based on 
the following findings of fact and conclusion of law. 
 

1. The Board has been in receipt of a valid Petition for Annexation from the 

Altheimer Unified and Dollarway School Districts for at least thirty (30) days prior to this 

hearing, the date of the receipt of the petition being May 31, 2006, and the date of this 

hearing being July 10, 2006, per Ark. Code Ann. § 6-13-1403(b)(2) and (c)(1);  

 

 2.  The Altheimer Unified and Dollarway School Districts have submitted 

proof to the Board that they have each caused public notice of their intent to enter into 

this annexation to be published in the Pine Bluff, Arkansas, Commercial Newspaper for a 

time period of no less than once a week for two (2) consecutive weeks immediately prior 

to the time the petition was filed with the Board, per Ark. Code Ann. § 6-13-1401(b)(2);  

 

 3. The petition contains attached resolutions from the Board of Directors of 

both the Altheimer Unified and the Dollarway School Districts evidencing the approval 

of the annexation of the Altheimer Unified School District into the Dollarway School 

District, per Ark. Code Ann. § 6-13-1403(a)(4)(A) and (B);  

 

 4. The approval of the Petition for Annexation of the Altheimer Unified 

School District into the Dollarway School District will not hamper, delay or in any 

manner negatively affect the desegregation efforts of a school district or districts in this 

state, and the Board has requested, received and considered an Attorney General’s 

Opinion concerning the effects, if any, of granting this petition on the efforts of the state 

to assist a district or districts in the desegregation of the public schools of this state per 

Ark. Code Ann. § 6-13-1408;  

 

 5. The Altheimer Unified School District is currently in fiscal distress and 

does not have sufficient funds to operate the school district for the 2006-2007 school 

year; and  

 

 6. The Altheimer Unified and the Dollarway School Districts are 

geographically contiguous.  

 

It is concluded that the petition is in compliance with Ark. Code Ann. § 6-13-1401 et seq. 

and for this reason the petition requesting annexation should be approved effective 

immediately, July 10, 2006.  



The newly formed School District should establish a school board for the new district in 

compliance with Arkansas law and the Department of Education is ordered to draw new 

maps showing the new boundary lines of the district. 

 

The millage rate shall remain the same until an election can be held to change the rate of 

taxation for the new Dollarway School District.  

 

Mr. Lawson seconded the motion.  The motion was adopted on a roll call vote with 6 yes 
and 1 no (Mays voted no).  Dr. Mays noted his no vote was based on opposition to 
creating a “lopsided” district with travel time for students a consideration. 
 
Consideration of the Status of Academics Plus Charter School in Maumelle 
 
Mary Ann Brown was recognized to present this item.  Ms. Brown stated that this item is 
to report on the status of enrollment at the Academics Plus Charter School.  She 
reported that at a previous meeting the Charter School Board had stated that if the 
school did not have a minimum confirmed enrollment of at least 286 students by July 1, 
2006, that the Board would surrender the Charter and the school would be closed.  Ms. 
Brown reported that she went to the school site during the previous week and observed 
applications for 326 students and that a random number of 30 folders were selected for 
calls to the parents to determine their intent to enroll students when school begins in 
August.  She reported that of the 30 calls made, which involved 48 students, every call 
confirmed the intent to enroll.  Ms. Brown also reported that during her time at the 
school additional contacts were received from parents seeking to enroll students at the 
school.   
 
Dean Elliott, president of the Charter School Board, was recognized.  Mr. Elliott reported 
that additional students have enrolled and the current number is 334 and all bills for the 
previous fiscal year have been paid and there is approximately $6,000 surplus deposited 
in the bank. 
 
Ms. Rebick asked about the status of pending legal action from the previous 
administrator at the school.  Mr. Elliott replied that there has been no action on that for 
almost a year.  Ms. Rebick asked if there would be financial obligations if action were 
resumed.  Mr. Elliott replied that any liability from the suit would be covered by 
insurance carried by the Board. 
 
Mr. Lawson moved acceptance of the report as presented by Mr. Elliott and Ms. Brown.  
Ms. Burrow seconded the motion.  The motion was adopted unanimously. 
 
 
 
Consideration of FY-06 Public School Fund Final Budget Revisions 
 
John Kunkel was recognized to present this item.  Mr. Kunkel reported that often at the 
end of a fiscal year, there are items that cannot be accurately predicted in advance.  He 
stated that that is the case is a few items for the FY-06 budget.  He noted that some of 
the revisions are also the result of actions by the General Assembly during the special 



session held earlier this year.  Mr. Kunkel stated that after these revisions, the Public 
School Fund will end was a balance of approximately $1.5 million, which is one of the 
smallest fund balances in recent years. 
 
Dr. Williams moved approval of the revised FY-06 Public School Fund Budget.  Dr. 
Knight seconded the motion.  The motion was adopted unanimously. 
 
Consideration of FY-07 Public School Budget Approval 
 
John Kunkel was recognized to present this item.  Mr. Kunkel summarized the process 
for preparing state agency budgets and stated that preliminary drafts have already been 
sent forward to the Department of Finance and Administration as required in the state 
budget process. 
 
Mr. Lawson asked about legislative changes in student growth funding.  Mr. Kunkel 
responded that there was no change for this fiscal year. 
 
Ms. Rebick asked about clarification of eligibility for Student Poverty Funding (NSLA).  
Mr. Kunkel responded that a determination is made on October 1 each year to calculate 
the percent of students who qualify for free or reduced lunch based on federal 
guidelines and that NSLA funding is determined based on that percentage.  
 
Dr. Mays asked if NSLA funds could be used for teacher salaries.  Mr. Kunkel responded 
that NSLA funds cannot be used by a district to meet minimum salary requirements of 
the law.  However, supplemental programs (not required) such as literacy or 
mathematics coach’s salaries could be funded or a district could use those funds to go 
beyond minimum salary requirements. 
 
Ms. Rebick asked about isolated school funding.  Dr. James stated that identification and 
funding of isolated schools continues to be a topic of much political debate across the 
state and in the General Assembly.  He affirmed that any change in the way isolated 
schools are identified or funded would be a legislative decision. 
 
Ms. Burrow moved approval of the FY-07 Public School Fund Budget as presented.  Dr. 
Williams seconded the motion.  The motion was adopted unanimously. 
 
Request for final approval of Rules Governing Eye and Vision Screening 
Procedures and Test Standards in Arkansas Public Schools 
 
Dee Cox was recognized to present this item.  Ms. Cox noted that the Rule has 
previously been approved for public comment, has been to topic of public hearings, and 
has been reviewed by other agencies that have jurisdiction over components of the 
requirements from the Rule.   
 
Ms. Rebick moved final approval of the Rule as presented.  Mr. Lawson seconded the 
motion.  The motion was adopted unanimously. 
 



Request for Final Approval of Emergency and Permanent Rules Governing the 
Distribution of Student Special Needs Funding and the Determination of 
Allowable Expenditures of Those Funds 
 
Scott Smith was recognized to present this item.  Mr. Smith noted that the revisions to 
the Rule have been previously reviewed and minor changes were made as a result of 
public comment.  He stated that the continuation of the Emergency Rule – which is the 
same as the permanent Rule – is necessary to have authorization to fund schools while 
the final document is working its way through the Administrative Procedures Process. 
 
Mr. Lawson moved final adoption of the Rule and the Emergency Rule as proposed.  Dr. 
Williams seconded the motion.  The motion was adopted unanimously. 
 
Consideration for Public Comment for Arkansas Department of Education 
Proposed Rules Governing Residential Placement 
 
Marcia Harding was recognized to present this issue.  Ms. Harding stated that changes 
are needed in the current rule as a result of changes in federal statute and for 
clarification of procedures for school districts.  She highlighted changes that are 
proposed. 
 
Ms. Burrow commended the Special Education Unit for its work in helping districts with 
placement of students who need residential placement.  She noted that this is a very 
costly process and districts need help in recovering incurred costs.  She asked about 
funding sources.  Ms. Harding noted that a variety of resources are available through 
the Special Education Unit. 
 
Dr. Williams moved approval of the revision to the Rule as proposed for public comment.  
Ms. Rebick seconded the motion.  The motion was adopted unanimously. 
 
Request for Approval to Submit for Public Comment Proposed Rules 
Governing the Arkansas State Teacher of the Year Program 
 
Dr. Charles Watson was recognized to present this item.  Dr. Watson noted he was 
reporting in lieu of Janinne Riggs who would be responsible for administration of the 
Rule and program.  Dr. Watson noted that this program was authorized and funded 
during the recent special session of the Arkansas General Assembly.  He stated that the 
Rule provides the structure to support the position as an advocate for teachers and 
teaching during the year following the annual selection of Arkansas Teacher of the Year. 
 
Ms. Rebick moved approval of the Rule for public comment.  Dr. Mays seconded the 
motion.  The motion was adopted unanimously. 
 
Approval of 2006-2007 Arkansas Better Chance Rule Amendment for Public 
Comment 
 
Paul Lazenby was recognized to present this item.  Mr. Lazenby stated that this Rule 
was approved in April 2006; however, in the legislative review, suggestions were made 



that would significantly change the intent of the Rule.  He noted that the major change 
was to require each program to have a licensed teacher based on a four-year degree 
program of early childhood education.  Mr. Lazenby reported that with such a major 
change in the intent, the program staff recommends to reenter a period of public 
comment. 
 
Dr. Williams commented that this would be a controversial and costly revision to the 
program requirements.  Mr. Lazenby noted that funds could be made available to 
grantees to meet the salary expectations once the requirement is in place.  He also 
emphasized that there is a proposed phase-in period that will give teachers currently 
working in programs the opportunity to meet the new degree and licensure 
requirements. 
 
Dr. Mays observed if money is available and children are better served, why has the 
state not taken this under consideration before this time.  Mr. Lazenby responded that 
part of the issue would be the availability of qualified teachers and the capacity of higher 
education institutions to graduate the number of qualified teachers. 
 
Dr. Williams moved approval of the revised Rule for public comment.  Dr. Mays 
seconded the motion.  The motion was adopted unanimously. 
 
Request for Approval of 2006-2007 Arkansas Better Chance Grants – Round 2 
 
Paul Lazenby was recognized to present this item.  Mr. Lazenby reminded the Board that 
when grant proposals were reviewed at a previous meeting it was known that there 
would be another group for consideration.  He stated that this list includes those that 
have been under review and have been recommended for approval. 
 
Dr. Williams asked if there were a district or districts in academic or fiscal distress that 
were encouraged to apply that failed to do so.  Mr. Lazenby responded that Buffalo 
Island Central was such a district, but they now have submitted a proposal that is under 
review. 
 
Dr. Williams moved approval of the ABC grants as proposed.  Dr. Knight seconded the 
motion.  The motion was adopted unanimously. 
 

Other Business 
 

Discussion – Board Committees and Committee Structure 
 
Ms. Tatum led the Board in a discussion on the need for standing committees or the 
need for committees to do specific work.  She stated that the only committee that has 
functioned in her tenure (three years) on the Board has been the Nominating 
Committee.  Comments from Board members implied that committee work was time 
consuming and that the Board working as a committee of the whole has been 
successful.   
 



It was concluded that a time during the meeting could be set aside to consider issues or 
topics that Board members wish to discuss during a “Work Session.”  It was agreed that 
Board members would suggest issues or topics to the Chair that would be included on 
the Work Session Agenda and that items would be submitted in time for them to be 
included in the published agenda. 
 
Mr. Lawson moved adjournment.  Dr. Williams seconded the motion.  The motion was 
adopted unanimously. 
 
The meeting adjourned at 12:55 p.m. 
 
The Minutes were recorded and reported by Dr. Charles D. Watson. 
 



NEWLY EMPLOYED FOR THE PERIOD OF July 1, 2006 - July 31, 2006 
 
Christopher Barnes- Public School Administrative Advisor, Curriculum, Assessment and Research, Division of 
Learning Services, Grade 21, effective 07/10/06. 
 
Timothy Barnes- Public School Administrative Advisor, Standards Assurances, Division of Learning Services 
grade 21, effective 07/03/06. 
           
Mary Belew- Public School Program Advisor, Curriculum, Assessment and Research, Division of Learning 
Services, Grade 21, effective 07/03/06. 
 
Wendell Dismute- Applications & Systems Analyst, Arkansas Public School Computer Network (APSCN) 
grade 21, effective 07/24/06. 
 
Bobby Downum- Senior Program Analyst, Arkansas Public School Computer Network (APSCN), Grade 21 
effective 07/10/06. 
 
John Jarboe- Public School Program Advisor, Curriculum, Assessment and Research, Division of Learning 
Services, Grade 21, effective 07/31/06. 
 
Catherine Mackey- Public School Program Advisor, Curriculum, Assessment and Research, Division of 
Learning Services, Grade 21, effective 07/10/06. 
 
*Alice McKay- Technical Assistance Specialist, Office Education Renewal Zone (OERZ), Division of Learning 
Services, Grade 21, effective 07/17/06. 
 
*Angelica Scott- Secretary II, Equity Assistance, Division of Academic Accountability, Grade 13, effective 
07/31/06. 
 
Betty Selvy- Public School Administrative Advisor, K-12 Literacy, Special Projects, Grade 21, effective  
07/10/06. 
 
Curtis Shack- Training Instructor, Arkansas Public School Computer Network (APSCN), Grade 18 
effective 07/31/06. 
 
*Michelle Snortland- Secretary II, Charter Schools, Special Programs, Grade 13, effective 07/24/06. 
 
Susanne Williams- Public School Program Advisor, Teacher Quality, Division of Human Resources 
effective 07/10/06. 
 
PROMOTIONS/ LATERAL TRANSFERS FOR THE PERIOD OF July 1, 2006 - July 31, 2006 
 
Deborah Coffman- Education Associate Director, Professional Development, Grade 26, effective 07/31/06. 
  
SEPARATIONS FOR THE PERIOD OF July 1, 2006 - July  31, 2006   
 
*Paulette Blevins- Public School Program Advisor, Teacher Quality, Division of Human Resources 
Grade 21, effective 07/07/06. 5 years, 2 months, 15 days.  Code: 01 
 
*Anastashia Flowers- Secretary II, Curriculum, Assessment & Research, Division of Learning Services, Grade 
13, effective 07/28/06.  1 year, 10 months, 1 day.  Code: 01 
 
Pamela Haynes- Secretary II, School Improvement/ACSIP, Division of Learning Services, Grade 13, effective 
07/25/06.  0 years, 3 months, 22 days.  Code: 02 
         
Marla Holmes- Secretary I, Communications, Grade 11, effective 07/18/06. 6 years, 1 month, 18 days.  Code: 02 
 
Kelly Howell- Secretary I, School Improvement/ACSIP, Division of Learning Services, Grade 13, effective 
07/25/06. 0  years, 7 months, 6 days.  Code: 02 
 
Edward Jones- Program Support Manager, School Improvement/ACSIP, Division of Learning Services 
Grade 22, effective 07/07/06.  10 years, 6 months, 5 days.  Code: 02 



Susan Underwood- Public School Program Advisor, Grants Initiatives/Early Childhood, Division of Learning 
Services, Grade 21, effective 07/07/06. 9 years, 8 months, 3 days. Code: Retirement 
 
             
*Minority        
        
AASIS Code:    
Voluntary- 01 
Involuntary- 02       
Retirement 
 
 

 



ADE’S PROJECT MANAGEMENT TOOL EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

JULY 31, 2006 
 

This document summarizes the progress that ADE has made in complying with the provisions of the 
Implementation Plan during the month of July 2006. 
  
  
 

IMPLEMENTATION PHASE 

ACTIVITY 
PMT EXECUTIVE SUMMARY AS OF 

JULY 31, 2006 

I. Financial Obligation As of June 30, 2006, State Foundation Funding payments paid 
for FY 05/06 totaled $67,135,185 to LRSD, $34,528,908 to 
NLRSD, and $57,834,709 to PCSSD.  The Magnet Operational 
Charge paid as of June 30, 2006, was $13,862,944.  The 
allotment for FY 05/06 was $13,862,944.  M-to-M incentive 
distributions for FY 05/06 as of June 30, 2006, were $4,482,380 
to LRSD, $4,691,996 to NLRSD, and $11,619,283 to PCSSD. 

II. Monitoring Compensatory 

Education 
On June 20, 2006, the ADE Implementation Phase Working 
Group met to review the Implementation Phase activities for the 
previous quarter.  ADE staff from the Office of Public School 
Academic Accountability updated the group on all relevant 
desegregation issues.  The purpose, content, and due date for 
information going into the Project Management Tool and its 
Executive Summary were reported. There was discussion about 
the three districts in Pulaski County seeking unitary status.  The 
next Implementation Phase Working Group Meeting is 
scheduled for October 17, 2006 at 1:30 p.m. in room 201-A at 
the ADE. 

III. A Petition for Election for 

LRSD will be Supported Should a 

Millage be Required 

Ongoing.  All court pleadings are monitored monthly. 

IV. Repeal Statutes and 

Regulations that Impede 

Desegregation 

On October 27, 2003, the ADE sent letters to the school districts 
in Pulaski County asking if there were any new laws or 
regulations that may impede desegregation.  The districts were 
asked to review laws passed during the 84th Legislative Session, 
any new ADE rules or regulations, and district policies.   

V. Commitment to Principles On July 10, 2006, the Arkansas State Board of Education 
reviewed and approved the PMT and its executive summary for 
the month of June. 



IMPLEMENTATION PHASE 

ACTIVITY 
PMT EXECUTIVE SUMMARY AS OF 

JULY 31, 2006 

VI. Remediation The Smart Summer Conference took place at the Little Rock 
State House Convention Center and Peabody Hotel in Little 
Rock.  It was divided into two, two-day meetings.  On July 10-
11, 2006 the event focused on literacy for grades 5-12.  On July 
12-13, 2006 the event focused on mathematics for grades k-4.  
Meetings provided strategies for comprehensive school 
improvement and maximizing effective classroom instruction. 

VII. Test Validation On February 12, 2001, the ADE Director provided the State 
Board of Education with a special update on desegregation 
activities. 

VIII. In-Service Training A Tri-District Staff Development Committee meeting was held 
on February 7, 2006, at the ADE.  Doug Ask (PCSSD) and Kaye 
Lowe (NLRSD) attended.  They discussed professional 
development for classroom walkthrough.  It was recommended 
that two days of training should be used for the classroom 
walkthrough and one half day should be spent training on the 
Palm computers that will be used in the walkthrough.  Extended 
school day and extended school year were discussed.  The 
students can improve faster when they are in school more, but it 
is difficult to find teachers who want to teach in an extended 
time program.  It was mentioned that many principals want to 
spend more time in ACSIP committee meetings.  Science 
training for teachers in grades 3-5 was discussed. 

IX. Recruitment of Minority 

Teachers 

In July 2006, ADE Professional Licensure mailed a list of Spring 
2006 minority teacher graduates from Arkansas colleges and 
universities to the three Pulaski County school districts. 



IMPLEMENTATION PHASE 

ACTIVITY 
PMT EXECUTIVE SUMMARY AS OF 

JULY 31, 2006 

X. Financial Assistance to 

Minority Teacher Candidates 
Ms. Tara Parker of the Arkansas Department of Higher 
Education reported minority scholarships for Fiscal Year 2005-
2006 on October 14, 2005.  These included the State Teacher 
Assistance Resource (STAR) Program, the Minority Teacher 
Scholars (MTS) Program, and the Minority Masters Fellows 
(MMF) Program.  The scholarship awards for STAR are as 
follows: 
STAR        Male        Male   Female   Female   Total      Total 
Race         Count      Award   Count    Award   Count    Award 
White           274   1,195,500     45    240,000    319   1,435,500 
Black               8        39,000     24    114,000      32      153,000 
Hispanic                                      4      18,000        4       18,000 
Asian                                                                                         
Native Amer    2          9,000       3       15,000        5      24,000 
Totals          284   1,243,500     76     387,000    360  1,630,500 
 
The scholarship awards for MTS are as follows:    
MTS          Male      Male    Female   Female    Total      Total 
Race          Count    Award    Count    Award   Count     Award 
Black               2     10,000        42    210,000      44      220,000 
Hispanic                                      2      10,000       2        10,000 
Asian               1       5,000          1        5,000       2        10,000 
Native Amer                                2      10,000       2        10,000 
Totals              3     15,000        47    235,000     50      250,000 
 
The scholarship awards for MMF are as follows: 
MMF          Male      Male    Female   Female    Total      Total 
Race          Count    Award    Count    Award    Count     Award 
Black               2      7,500        24     122,500      26      130,000 
Hispanic                                     2       10,000        2       10,000 
Asian                                                                                         
Native Amer                                                                               
Totals              2      7,500        26     132,500      28      140,000 

XI. Minority Recruitment of ADE 

Staff 
The MRC met on June 17, 2005 at the ADE.  Demographic 
reports were presented showing ADE Employees Grade 21 and 
Above by Race and Section as of December 31, 2004 and March 
31, 2005.  These reports were reviewed to ensure accuracy.  Due 
to the Legislative session, the MRC combined it’s review of the 
2nd and 3rd quarters of the fiscal year. 

XII. School Construction This goal is completed.  No additional reporting is required. 

XIII. Assist PCSSD Goal completed as of June 1995. 

XIV. Scattered Site Housing This goal is completed.  No additional reporting is required. 



IMPLEMENTATION PHASE 

ACTIVITY 
PMT EXECUTIVE SUMMARY AS OF 

JULY 31, 2006 

XV. Standardized Test Selection to 

Determine Loan Forgiveness 
Goal completed as of March 2001. 

XVI. Monitor School Improvement 

Plans 

On June 13, 2006, ADE staff discussed a draft of the school 
improvement plan for the 06-07 school year at Park Hill 
Elementary in the NLRSD. 
 
On June 13, 2006, ADE staff met with the ACSIP Coordinator at 
the North Little Rock District Office to finalize dates for the 06-
07 ACSIP team visit. 
 
On June 14, 2006, ADE staff discussed a draft of the school 
improvement plan for the 06-07 school year at Pikeview 
Elementary in the NLRSD. 
 
On June 22, 2006, ADE staff met with the Federal Programs 
Coordinator at the North Little Rock District Office to finalize 
all changes to the school improvement plan before the June 30 
deadline. 
 
On June 12, 2006, ADE staff visited the summer transition camp 
held at Sylvan Hills Middle School in the PCSSD.  The school 
does remediation and assists in transitioning students from fifth 
grade to middle school. 
 
On June 13, 2006, ADE staff provided technical assistance in 
preparation for the ACSIP visit in the spring of 2007 to Oak 
Grove High School in the PCSSD. 
 
On June 14, 2006, ADE staff provided ACSIP technical 
assistance to Daisy Bates Elementary School in the PCSSD. 

 

On June 15, 2006, ADE staff provided ACSIP technical 
assistance to Jacksonville High School in the PCSSD. 
 
On June 16, 2006, ADE staff visited the summer transition camp 
held at Fuller Middle School in the PCSSD. 

 

On June 19, 2006, ADE staff visited the summer transition camp 
held at the Jacksonville Middle School (Girl’s Campus) in the 
PCSSD.  Conducted walkthroughs and provided feedback. 



IMPLEMENTATION PHASE 

ACTIVITY 
PMT EXECUTIVE SUMMARY AS OF 

JULY 31, 2006 

XVI. Monitor School Improvement 

Plans (Continued) 

On June 20, 2006, ADE staff visited the summer transition camp 
held at the Jacksonville Middle School (Boy’s Campus) in the 
PCSSD.  Conducted walkthroughs and provided feedback. 
 
On June 21, 2006, ADE staff met at Maumelle Middle School in 
the PCSSD with the principal, the intern principal, and the 
ACSIP Chairperson from Pine Forest Elementary School.  
Answered ACSIP questions.  Provided walk-through feedback.  
Advised the principal to insure that the plan is inclusive of plan 
evaluation and all actions types that apply, show how the 
effectiveness of the plan will be evaluated periodically as well as 
annually (use Princeton Review, and State Benchmark Results), 
identify all AIP action type strategies in plan and address 
attendance for grades 6,7, and 8. 
 
On June 22, 2006, ADE staff visited the summer transition camp 
held at Northwood Middle School in the PCSSD. 
 
On June 23, and 28, 2006, ADE staff visited the summer 
transition camp held at Fuller Middle School in the PCSSD.  
Provided technical assistance on the SEDL Website and the 
Wellness Website.  Worked on the Wellness Priority in ACSIP. 



IMPLEMENTATION PHASE 

ACTIVITY 
PMT EXECUTIVE SUMMARY AS OF 

JULY 31, 2006 

XVII. Data Collection  The State Board of Education approved the new Desegregation 
Monitoring and Assistance Plan on December 8, 1999 and 
instructed the ADE to forward the document to Mr. Tim Gauger 
so that it may be filed in Federal court. 

XVIII. Work with the Parties and 

ODM to Develop Proposed 

Revisions to ADE’s Monitoring 

and Reporting Obligations 

On July 10, 2002, the ADE held a Desegregation Monitoring 
and Assistance Plan meeting for the three school districts in 
Pulaski County.  Mr. Willie Morris, ADE Lead Planner for 
Desegregation, presented information on the No Child Left 
Behind Act of 2001.  A letter from U.S. Secretary of Education, 
Rod Paige, was discussed.  It stated that school districts that are 
subject to a desegregation plan are not exempt from the public 
school choice requirements.  “If a desegregation plan forbids the 
school district from offering any transfer option, the school 
district should secure appropriate changes to the plan to permit 
compliance with the public school choice requirements”.  
Schools in Arkansas have not yet been designated “Identified for 
Improvement”.  After a school has been “Identified for 
Improvement”, it must make “adequate yearly progress”.  
Schools that fail to meet the definition of “adequate yearly 
progress”, for two consecutive years, must provide public school 
choice and supplemental education services.  A court decision 
regarding the LRSD Unitary Status is expected soon.  The LRSD 
and the NLRSD attended the meeting.  The next meeting about 
the Desegregation Monitoring and Assistance Plan will be held 
in August 2002, after school starts. 
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Section 1 
Revolving Loans to School Districts 

 
Pursuant to Arkansas Code Annotated (A. C. A.) § 6-20-802, school districts may 
borrow from the Revolving Loan Program for any of the following purposes: 
 
(1) Funding of its legally issued and outstanding postdated warrants; 
(2) Purchase of new or used school buses or refurbishing school buses; 
(3) Payment of premiums on insurance policies covering its school buildings, 

facilities, and equipment in instances where the insurance coverage 
extends three (3) years or longer; and replacement of or payment of the 
district’s pro rata part of the expense of employing professional appraisers 
as authorized by §§ 26-26-601 through 26-26-607 or other laws providing 
for the appraisal or reappraisal and assessment of property for ad valorem 
tax purposes; 

(4) Making major repairs and constructing additions to existing school 
buildings and facilities; 

(5) Purchase of surplus buildings and equipment; 
(6) Purchase of school sites for and the cost of construction thereon of school 

buildings and facilities and the purchase of equipment for the buildings; 
(7) Purchase of its legally issued and outstanding commercial bonds at a 

discount provided that a substantial savings in gross interest charges can 
thus be effected; 

(8) Refunding of all or any part of its legally issued and outstanding debt, 
both funded and unfunded; 

(9) Purchase of equipment; 
(10) Payment of loans secured for settlement resulting from litigation against a 

school district;  
(11) The purchase of energy conservation measures as defined in Title 6, 

Chapter 20, Subchapter 4;  and 
(12) (A) The maintenance and operation of the school district in an amount      

equal to delinquent property taxes resulting from bankruptcies or 
receiverships of taxpayers and for loans to school districts in an amount 
equal to insured facility loss or damage when the insurance claim is being 
litigated or arbitrated.   
(B) For purposes of this subdivision, the loans become payable and due 

when the final settlement is made, and the loan limits prescribed by § 
6-20-803 shall not apply.   

 
The maximum amount a school district may borrow is $500,000 (A. C. A. § 6-20-
803).  Revolving loans are limited to a term of ten (10) years (A. C. A. § 6-20-
806). 
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STATE BOARD OF EDUCATION MEETING 

AUGUST 14, 2006 

APPLICATIONS FOR REVOLVING LOANS 

 

 

REVOLVING LOAN APPLICATIONS: 

 

     1 Construction (Not to exceed 27%)  $  150,000.00 

     3 School Bus (Not to exceed 27%)    367,680.00 

     __                              ___________ 

     4                                           $          517,680.00  
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Section 2 
Second Lien Bonds 

 
Arkansas Code Annotated (A. C. A.) § 6-20-1229 (b) states the following: 
 
(b) All second-lien bonds issued by school districts shall have semi-annual 
interest payments with the first interest payment due within eight (8) months of 
the issuance of the second-lien bond.  All second lien bonds shall be repaid on 
payment schedules that are either: 

(1) Equalized payments in which the annual payments are substantially equal 
in amount; or 

(2) Decelerated payments in which the annual payments decrease over the 
life of the schedule. 
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STATE BOARD OF EDUCATION MEETING 

AUGUST 14, 2006 

APPLICATIONS FOR COMMERCIAL BONDS 

 

 

COMMERCIAL BOND APPLICATIONS: 

 

     8 2nd Lien (Not to exceed 27%)             $        27,005,000.00 

    ___                          _____________ 

     8            $        27,005,000.00 
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 9 

 
Section 3 

Voted Bonds  
 
Arkansas Code Annotated (A. C. A.) § 6-20-1201 states the following: 
 

All school districts are authorized to borrow money and to issue 
negotiable bonds for the repayment thereof from school funds for 
the building and equipping of school buildings, for making additions 
and repairs thereto, for purchasing sites therefore, for purchasing 
new or used school buses, for refurbishing school buses, the 
professional development and training of teachers or other 
programs authorized under the federally recognized Qualified Zone 
Academy Bond program codified at 26 U.S.C. 1397E, and for 
paying off outstanding postdated warrants, installment contracts, 
revolving loans, and lease-purchase agreements, as provided in this 
act. 
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STATE BOARD OF EDUCATION MEETING 

AUGUST 14, 2006 

APPLICATIONS FOR COMMERCIAL BONDS 

 

 

COMMERCIAL BOND APPLICATIONS: 

 

   34 Voted (Not to exceed 27%)            $       178,290,000.00 

  ___                            _____________ 

   34                  $       178,290,000.00 
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Arkansas Department of Education  
Rules Governing the  

Arkansas Comprehensive Testing, Assessment and Accountability Program  
And the Academic Distress Program  

January July 2006  

1.0 Regulatory Authority  
 

1.01  These Rules shall be known as the Arkansas Department of Education 
Rules Governing the Arkansas Comprehensive Testing, Assessment and 
Accountability Program (ACTAAP).  

 
1.02  The State Board of Education promulgated these Rules pursuant to 

implementation of A.C.A. §§ 6-11-105, 6-15-431, 6-15-437, 25-15-201 

and Act 2243 of the 85
th 

Arkansas General Assembly.  
 

2.0 Purposes of Rules  
 

2.01  To develop a single comprehensive testing, assessment and 
accountability program, which applies to and governs all public schools 
and public school districts in Arkansas.  

 
2.02  To develop a single comprehensive testing, assessment and 

accountability program which utilizes the most current and effective 
testing, evaluation and assessment research information designed to 
achieve the following:  

 
2.02.1 Clear academic standards that are periodically reviewed and 

revised;  
 
2.02.2 Professional development standards for all administrators, 

teachers and instructional support personnel;  
 
2.02.3 Expected achievement levels;  
 
2.02.4 Reporting on student achievement and other indicators;  
 
2.02.5 School and school district evaluation data;  
 
2.02.6 A system of sanctions and rewards based on performance of 

schools and school districts; and  
 
2.02.7 Compliance with current federal and state law and State Board of 

Education policies.  
 

2.03  To ensure that all students in the public schools of Arkansas have an 
equal opportunity to demonstrate grade-level academic proficiency 
through the application of knowledge and skills in the core academic 
subjects consistent with state curriculum frameworks, performance 
standards and assessments.  



2.04  To improve student learning and classroom instruction and to support 
high academic standards for all students, including identifiable subgroups, 
by establishing the provisions, procedures and requirements for the 
student assessment program.  

 
2.05  To require point-in-time intervention when it is determined that a 

student(s) is not performing at grade level.  
 
2.06  To outline testing and assessment security and confidentiality 

requirements.  
 
2.07  To establish a program to identify, evaluate, assist and advise public 

school districts in academic distress.  
 

3.0 Definitions – For the purpose of these Rules, the following terms mean:  
 

3.01  “Academic Content Standards” – a series of documents that specify what 
a student enrolled in an Arkansas Public School should know and be able 
to do. These Academic Content Standards also provide the foundation for 
development of the State assessment system.  

 
3.02  “Academic Distress” – a classification assigned to any public school 

district in which 75% or more of its students perform at the “below basic” 
performance level on the criterion-referenced assessments administered 
in that district.  

 
3.03  "Academic Improvement Plan” – a plan detailing supplemental or 

intervention and remedial instruction, or both, in deficient academic areas 
for any student who is not proficient on the state-mandated criterion-
referenced assessments and state mandated developmental appropriate 
assessments for K-2 (or delayed as that term is defined in “Uniform 
Readiness Screening”).  

 
3.04  “Adequate Yearly Progress” – the level of academic performance required 

of public schools or school districts on the state-mandated criterion-
referenced assessments and/or other indicators as required in the 
ACTAAP, which shall comply with State and Federal law.  

 
3.05  “Alternative Education Intervention Program” – A special instructional 

program for students who have been retained for two consecutive years. 
The program shall include research-based learning opportunities and 
instructional strategies.  

 
3.06  “Approved Early Reading Assessments” – Those assessments that 

identify students’ strengths and weaknesses in all of the elements of 
reading as described in the Report of the National Reading Panel.  

 
3.07 “Approved Intensive Reading Program” – Programs of high-quality 

instruction that include the essential elements of reading described in the 
Report of the National Reading Panel.  



3.08  “Arkansas Comprehensive Assessment Program” – means the testing 
component of Arkansas Comprehensive, Testing, Assessment and 
Accountability Program, which shall consist of developmentally 
appropriate assessments for kindergarten, Grades one and two, national 
norm-referenced tests in Grades 3 through 9, any other assessments as 
required by the State Board of Education, criterion-references tests for 
Grades 3 through 8, or other assessments which are based on 
researched best practices as determined by qualified experts which would 
be in compliance with federal and state law, End-of-Course tests for 
designated grades and content areas, and the high school literacy test.  

 
3.09  “Arkansas Comprehensive Testing, Assessment and Accountability 

Program” – means a comprehensive system that focus on high academic 
standards, professional development, student assessments, and 
accountability for all schools.  

 
3.10  “Arkansas Comprehensive School Improvement Plan (ACSIP)” – a plan 

developed by a local school team based on an analysis of student 
performance data and other relevant data that provides a plan of action to 
address deficiencies in student performance as evidenced in the 
Arkansas Comprehensive Assessment Program as defined in Section 
3.08. This plan shall be reviewed annually and monitored at least every 
two years. Components of the plan include professional development, 
technology, and materials and resources necessary to carry out the 
activities of the plan. Additionally, this plan shall become the application 
for all instructional federal programs as administered by the Department 
of Education.  

 
3.11 “Awards” – financial or other recognition of a public school structured to 

recognize schools that demonstrate and maintain high performance over 
time and to recognize schools that demonstrate growth on the state-
mandated indicators. Awards also can be used to highlight individual 
schools so that their practices can be adopted in other schools and 
districts across the state.  

 
3.12  “Benchmarks/Grade-Level Benchmarks” – Academic Content Standards 

and/or grade-level statements of what a student should know and be able 
to do. The Grade-Level Benchmarks provide guidance to classroom 
teachers in planning instruction aligned with the Academic Content 
Standards.  

 
3.13  “Board” – The Arkansas State Board of Education.  
 
3.14  “Criterion-Referenced Test (CRT)” – an assessment required by state 

statute, rule or regulation which is designed by the State to measure 
student performance/achievement on the State’s Academic Content 
Standards.  

 
3.15  “Department” – The Arkansas Department of Education.  



3.16  “District Improvement Plan” – a compilation of the individual school 
improvement plans which align the district’s resources to meet the needs 
of the individual school’s plans. The main focus of the district 
improvement plan shall be to ensure that all students have an opportunity 
to demonstrate proficiency on all portions of state-mandated criterion-
referenced assessments.  

 
3.17 “Early Intervention” – a short-term, intensive, focused individualized 

instruction developed from ongoing, daily, systemic assessment that 

occurs while a child is in the initial, kindergarten through grade one (K -1), 

stages of learning.  
 
3.18  “Elementary School” – public school(s) having some combination of 

grades kindergarten through four (K – 4).  
 
3.19  “End-of-Course Test” – an assessment taken at the completion of a 

course of study to determine whether a student demonstrates attainment 
of the knowledge and skills necessary for proficiency in that course.  

 
3.20  “Essential Elements – Early Reading”  

Comprehension – Understanding and remembering what is read  
Decoding and Word Recognition (Phonics) – Recognizing words 
accurately, fluently, and independently  
Fluency – Ability to read text accurately, quickly and with expression  
Phonemic Awareness – Ability to hear and manipulate the sound 
structure of language  
Vocabulary – Words that must be known to communicate effectively  
 

3.21 “Grade Level” – performance of a student (or group of students) at the 
proficient level on benchmark assessments at the specified grade that is 
age-appropriate for that student(s).  

 
3.22  “High School” – public school(s) having some combination of grades 9 – 

12.  
 
3.23  “Intensive Reading Improvement Plan (IRI)” – An intervention program for 

any K-2 student identified with substantial reading difficulties.  
 
3.24  “Longitudinal Tracking” – means tracking individual student yearly 

academic achievement gains based on scheduled and annual 
assessments.  

 
3.25  “Middle School” – public school(s) having some combination of grades 

five through eight (5 – 8).  
 
3.26  “Norm-Referenced Test (NRT)” – an assessment required by state law, 

rule or regulation to measure the performance/achievement of Arkansas 
students relative to the achievement of students who comprised the norm 
or standardization group for a particular commercial instrument.  



3.27  “Participation in Remediation” The amount of student involvement 
required in a student academic improvement plan that addresses those 
deficiencies for that student.  

 
3.28  “Pass Rate” – The pass rate for the Benchmark Exams and the 

developmental appropriate assessments for K – 2 shall be proficiency. 
However, the pass rate for end-of-course and high school literacy shall be 
those scores established and independently approved by the State Board 
of Education. (See 6.03 for the proficiency definition)  

 
3.29  “Public School District/Public School” – those school districts and schools 

(including open-enrollment charter schools) created pursuant to Title 6 of 
the Arkansas Code and subject to the Arkansas Comprehensive Testing, 
Assessment and Accountability Program except specifically excluding 
those schools or educational programs created by or receiving authority 
to exist pursuant to §6-15-501; §9-28-205, and §12-29-301 through §12-
29-310, or other provisions of Arkansas law.  

 
3.30  “Remediation” – a process of providing corrective, specialized 

supplemental instruction to help a student overcome academic 
deficiencies pursuant to their student academic improvement plan.  

 
3.31  “Safe Harbor” – An alternate method of demonstrating Adequate Yearly 

Progress under the No Child Left Behind Act determined by decreasing 
the percent of students not performing at the proficient level on the 
Criterion Referenced Assessments by at least ten percent. Safe Harbor 
can only be applied if the school meets the secondary indicator condition 
and tests 95% or more of eligible students.  

 
3.32  “Sanction” – intervention by the state to assist teaching and learning at a 

public school or a public school district that fails to meet expected 
performance goals on the state-mandated criterion-referenced 
assessments and/or other indicators.  

 
3.33  “School Improvement” – the initial classification applied to a school that 

fails to meet adequate yearly progress for two successive years.  
 
3.34  “Starting Point” – a specific figure for grade-level clusters K- 5, 6-8, and 9-

12 in the content areas of literacy and mathematics which was derived by 
determining the school at the 20th percentile in the state based on total 
enrollment, among all schools ranked by the percentage of students at 
the proficient level, using data for the 2001-2002 school year or 
subsequent year for which there is a recalculation.  

 
3.35  “Secure Examination or Assessment” – an assessment instrument, 

materials or other student achievement evaluation method required by 
State statute, rule or regulation that is administered to assess student 
performance or achievement and takes place on the dates specified on 
the testing/assessment calendar developed by the Commissioner of the 
Department.  



3.36  “Substantial Reading Deficiency” – a determination for first and second 
grade students who score in the Below Basic Category on the State 
Reading Assessment in the previous school year and for kindergarten 
students who are rated as Delayed in both oral communication and 
written language on the Uniform Reading Scale (URS).  

 
3.37  “Uniform Readiness Screening” - uniform, objective evaluation 

procedures specifically formulated for children entering public school for 
the first time that are intended for either kindergarten or first grade, as 
appropriate, and developed or adopted by the Board.  

 
3.38  “Value-Added Computations of Student Gains” – statistical analyses of 

the educational impact of the school’s instructional delivery system on 
individual student learning using a comparison of previous and post 
student achievement gains.  

 
4.0 Academic Content Standards  
 

4.01  The Board shall establish clear, specific, challenging academic content 
standards, which define what students shall know and be able to do in 
each content area.  

 
4.02  The Board shall establish a schedule for periodic review and revision of 

academic content standards to ensure Arkansas academic content 
standards are rigorous and equip students to compete in the global 
workforce. For each review, the Department will provide the following:  

 
4.02.1 Study and consideration of academic content standards from 

across the nation and international levels as appropriate;  
 
4.02.2 Study and consideration of evaluations from national groups or 

organizations as appropriate;  
 
4.02.3 Committees composed of Arkansas teachers and instructional 

supervisory personnel from public schools, assisted by teachers 
from institutions of higher education;  

 
4.02.4 Review and input by the Departments of Higher Education and 

Workforce Education as well as community members; and  
 
4.02.5 Public dissemination of revised academic content standards on the 

Department Website.  
 

4.03  The Board shall provide for external review of revised standards by 
nationally recognized content experts in the discipline/area under 
consideration.  

 
4.04  The Board shall establish a clear, concise system of reporting the 

academic performance of each school on the state’s mandated criterion-
referenced assessments and the norm-referenced assessments, which 
conform to current state and federal law.  



4.05 Each local school/school district shall engage in a procedure that will assure 
that the academic standards for every level - grades kindergarten through 
twelve (K-12) are aligned and education and financial resources are 
aligned with student performance expectations at each level.  

 
5.0 Arkansas Comprehensive Assessment Program  
 

The Board shall establish a statewide assessment system for Grades K through 
12 to be implemented in each public school in the State by the Department. All 
districts shall comply with the requirements of the assessment system. Failure to 
do so shall result in a recommendation to the Board for Probationary status or 
loss of accreditation as set out in the Standards for Accreditation, or for other 
intervention or sanction as allowed or required by these rules, state or federal 
law.  
 
Local district school boards shall not establish school calendars that jeopardize 
or limit the valid testing and comparison of student learning gains.  
 
5.01 Kindergarten, Grade one and Grade two  
 

5.01.1  The Board shall adopt and the Department shall implement a 
developmentally appropriate, uniform school readiness screening 
to validate a child’s school readiness as part of a comprehensive 
evaluation decision. Beginning with the 2004-2005 school year 
and thereafter, the Department shall require that all school 
districts administer the uniform school readiness-screening 
instrument to each kindergarten student in the district prior to or 
upon the entry into kindergarten. Children who enter public school 
for the first time in first grade must be administered the uniform 
school readiness screening instrument as modified for use in first 
grade to determine placement.  

 
5.01.2 Kindergarten, Grades 1 and 2: The Department shall select a 

developmentally appropriate assessment to be administered to all 
students in kindergarten, Grades one (1) and two (2) in reading 
and mathematics.  

 

5.02 Criterion-Referenced tests - Grades three through eight and high school  

 
5.02.1 The Department shall develop and implement criterion-referenced 

assessments as follows: (1) Grades three (3) through eight (8) 
which measure application of knowledge and skills in reading and 
writing literacy and mathematics and science in Grades 5 and 7; 
(2) End-of-Course testing in Algebra I, geometry and Biology I 
(Biology begins in 2007-2008); (3) High school literacy that 
measures application of knowledge and skills in reading and 
writing literacy; and (4) social studies as funds are available and 
approved by the State Board of Education.  



 

5.02.2 All criterion-referenced assessments shall be based on the 
Arkansas Curriculum Frameworks and Academic Content 
Standards.  

 
5.02.3 All students in Grades 3 – 8 as well as all students enrolled in 

courses for which End-of-Course assessments are administered, 
shall take the criterion-referenced assessments on the testing 
dates established by the Department. This requirement includes 
the high school literacy assessment.  This authority shall include 
field testing and any other requirements needed to establish fully-
developed assessment instruments and methodologies.  

 
5.02.4 Each school district shall administer criterion-referenced 

assessments to its students according to procedures established 
by the Commissioner of Education and specified in the applicable 
assessment administration materials.  

 
5.02.5 Accounting for Students with Disabilities and Limited English 

Proficient Students  
 

5.02.5.1  Each student in the specified grades shall 
participate as outlined in the test coordinator’s 
handbook. A student shall participate in the 
Arkansas Alternate Assessment Program only upon 
the formal determination of :  

 
5.02.5.1.1  The student’s individual education program 

(IEP) committee, as documented in the 
student’s individual educational program; or  

 
5.02.5.1.2  The student’s language proficiency 

assessment committee, as documented in 
the student’s permanent record file based 
on multiple assessment measures.  

 
5.02.5.2  The Individual Education Program (IEP) committee 

shall determine whether or not participation in the 
standard state assessment program is appropriate 
for students with IEPs. Students with disabilities for 
whom it is deemed inappropriate to take the 
standard state assessments (Benchmarks and 
End-of-Course) with the established 
accommodations shall participate in the Arkansas 
Alternate Assessment Program following the 
guidelines established by the Board.  

 
5.02.5.3  A Language Proficiency Assessment committee 

shall recommend the Arkansas Limited English 
Proficiency (LEP) Alternate Assessment Program 
based on limited English proficiency only, following 



the guidelines established by the Board. The 
committee shall assess English proficiency growth  
annually to determine appropriate participation in 
the standard state assessment program or the 
Arkansas Alternate Assessment Program. The 
intent of this section is to ensure that students 
participate in all of the standard state assessment 
programs as soon as appropriately possible. LEP 
students may participate in the alternate 
assessment program for a period, which shall not 
exceed three (3) years before entering the standard 
state assessment unless on an individual case-by-
case basis the school determines from multiple 
assessment measures that the student continues to 
lack English proficiency. In that case the student 
may continue to participate in the alternate portfolio 
assessment for at most two additional years.  
 

5.02.5.43         Scores for students with disabilities or English  
language learners participating in the Alternate 
Assessment Program shall be reported with other 
assessment results from the school.  

5.02.5.4 LEP students shall participate in all required  
criterion referenced assessments.  LEP students 
may access state approved accommodations 
provided such accommodations have been 
recommended by the language proficiency 
assessment committee and are used regularly in 
classroom instruction and assessment. 

 
5.02.5.5  LEP students with less than one year in a U.S. 

school will not be required to take the State 
required literacy benchmark test or the High school 
literacy test. Districts may exercise this option. LEP 
students must take the appropriate mathematics 
test.  

 
5.03 Norm-Referenced Assessments  
 

5.03.1 The Board shall adopt a norm-referenced test to be administered 
in Grade 3 through Grade 9 in mathematics and reading, which 
shall be administered by the Department annually.  

 
5.03.2 Each school district shall administer the norm-referenced 

assessments to its students according to procedures established 
by the Department and specified in the applicable test 
administration materials.  

 
5.03.3 The Department shall establish mandatory training sessions for 

local district testing coordinators and other appropriate school 
personnel to ensure understanding of the norm-referenced 



assessments, proper administration of assessments, security, and 
effective use of the assessment reporting data to improve 
classroom instruction and learning.  

 
5.04 National Assessment of Educational Progress  
 

5.04.1 Selected schools shall participate in any or all components of the 
National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP).  

 

5.04.2 Any school that fails to participate in the administration of any 
NAEP assessment shall be reported to the Board and may be 
subject to probationary status as set out in the Standards for 
Accreditation  

 
5.05 Test Administration  
 

5.05.1 The Department shall establish mandatory training sessions for 
local district testing coordinators and other appropriate school 
personnel to ensure understanding of the administration of 
assessments and effective use of assessment reporting data to 
improve classroom instruction and learning to provide program 
evaluation;  

 
5.05.2 The superintendent or his/her designee in each school district shall 

be responsible for coordinating all local assessment activities 
including:  

 
5.05.3 Scheduling testing times of all affected campuses according to the 

testing calendar developed by the Department;  
 
5.05.4 Ensuring that security is maintained as specified in the appropriate 

testing administration materials;  
 
5.05.5 Ensuring that all district personnel involved in the testing have 

been properly trained as specified by the Department;  
 
5.05.6 Ensuring that all testing instruments are administered to all 

students according to the procedures established by the 
Commissioner of Education;  

 
5.05.7 Ensuring that all assessment documents and student identification 

information are properly and accurately coded; and  
 
5.05.8 Attesting whether ALL students have participated in the 

appropriate grade-level assessment(s).  
 
5.05.9 Recommending for adoption by local school boards a school 

calendar that in no way jeopardizes or limits the valid testing and 
comparison of students’ learning gains.  

 



5.05.10 The appropriate test administration materials shall specify any 
allowable accommodations available to students participating in 
the administration of standard state assessments.  

 
5.05.11 All students enrolled in a State-tested grade shall be accounted 

for in the State Assessment System.  
5.06 A Technical Advisory Committee composed of nationally-recognized testing 

experts and psychometricians shall be selected by the Commissioner of 
Education and shall advise the Department in all technical aspects of the 
assessment system.  

 
5.07 Security and Confidentiality  
 

5.07.1 Violation of the security or confidential integrity of any assessment 
is prohibited.  

 
5.07.2 The Board shall sanction a person who engages in conduct 

prohibited by this section, as provided under Arkansas Code §6-
17-405 and following the Process for Certificate Invalidation as 
approved by the Board. Additionally, the Board may sanction a 
school district and/or school in which conduct prohibited in this 
section occurs.  

 
5.07.3 Procedures for maintaining the security and confidential integrity of 

all assessment instruments and procedures shall be specified in 
the appropriate test administration instructions. Conduct that 
violates the security or confidential integrity of an assessment is 
defined as any departure from either the requirements established 
by the Commissioner of the Department for the administration of 
the assessment or from the procedures specified in the applicable 
test administration materials. Conduct of this nature may include, 
but is not limited to the following acts and omissions:  

 
5.07.3.1 Viewing secure assessment materials; 
  
5.07.3.2 Duplicating secure assessment materials;  
 
5.07.3.3 Disclosing the contents of any portion of secure 

assessment materials;  
 
5.07.3.4 Providing, suggesting, or indicating to an examinee a 

response or answer to any secure assessment 
items;  

 
5.07.3.5 Aiding or assisting an examinee with a response or 

answer to any secure assessment item;  
 
5.07.3.6 Changing or altering any response or answer of an 

examinee to a secure assessment item;  
 



5.07.3.7 Failing to follow the specified testing procedures or to 
proctor students;  

 
5.07.3.8 Failing to administer the assessment on the designated 

testing dates;  
5.07.3.9 Encouraging or assisting an individual to engage in the 

conduct described in this subsection; 
 

5.07.3.10 Failing to report to appropriate authority that an 
individual has engaged in conduct set forth is this 
section;  

 
5.07.3.11 Failing to follow the specified procedures and required 

criteria for alternate assessments; or,  
 
5.07.3.12 Failing to return the secured test booklets back to the 

testing company in a timely manner.  
 

5.07.4 The superintendent of each school district shall develop 
procedures to ensure the security and confidential integrity of all 
assessment instruments and test items. The superintendent shall 
be responsible for immediately notifying the Department in writing 
of conduct that violates the security or confidential integrity of an 
examination or assessment.  

 
6.0 Student Performance Levels  
 

6.01 The Board shall establish four (4) performance levels for each criterion-
referenced assessment administered as part of ACTAAP. The Board shall 
establish four (4) performance levels for the Alternate Assessment for 
Limited English Proficiency administered as part of ACTAAP. Those 
performance levels shall be advanced, proficient, basic and below basic. 
The Board shall establish five (5) performance levels for the Alternate 
Assessment for Students with Disabilities as part of ACTAAP. Those 
performance levels shall be not evident, emergent, supported 
independence, functional independence, and independent. Performance 
levels shall be established for mathematics, reading/language arts and 
science independently. Additionally, the Board shall establish a pass rate 
for each end-of-course and high school literacy assessment.  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



6.02 The Board shall establish four (4) performance levels for Grades K-2 (3) for the 
norm-referenced assessment administered as part of the Arkansas 
Comprehensive Assessment Program for reading and mathematics. The 
following numerical scores define those performance levels.  

 
 

Mathematics Norm Referenced Assessment  
standard score cut scores*  

Grade  Below Basic  Basic  Proficient  Advanced  

K  0-120  121-128  129-136  137-400  

1  0-134  135-146  147-159  160-400  

2  0-148  149-164  165-181  182-400  

 
*Lowest possible standard score value is 80  

Reading Norm-Referenced Assessment  
standard score cut scores*  

Grade  Below Basic  Basic  Proficient  Advanced  

K  0-119  120-127  128-137  138-400  

1  0-136  137-145  146-158  159-400  

2  0-153  154-165  166-182  183-400  

 
*Lowest possible standard score value is 80  
  

 6.03 The following numerical scores define the performance levels on the 
criterion-referenced assessments and on the Limited English Proficiency 
Alternate Assessment for advanced, proficient, basic and below-basic and on 
the Students with Disabilities Alternate Assessment for not evident, 
emergent, supported independence, functional independence and 
independent.  Functional independence and independent are considered to 
be grade level.   

 
Mathematics Criterion Referenced Assessments (Benchmarks)  

raw score points  

Grade  Below Basic  Basic  Proficient  Advanced  

3  0 – 22  23 – 39  40 – 56  57 – 80  

4  0 – 31  32 – 44  45 – 60  61 – 80  

5  0 – 30  31 – 42  43 – 60  61 – 80  

6  0 – 29  30 – 45  46 – 60  61 – 80  

7  0 – 27  28 – 37  38 – 56  57 – 80  

8  0 – 29  30 – 38  39 – 59  60 – 80  

 
Literacy Criterion Referenced Assessments (Benchmarks)  

raw score points  

Grade  Below Basic  Basic  Proficient  Advanced  

3  0 – 47  48 – 64  65 – 79  80 - 96  

4  0 – 41  42 – 63  64 – 79  80 - 96  

5  0 – 38  39 – 61  62 – 80  81 - 96  

6  0 – 43  44 – 68  69 – 82  83 – 96  

7  0 – 42  43 – 64  65 – 79  80 – 96  

8  0 – 46  47 – 63  64 – 80  81 - 96  

 



Mathematics Alternate Assessment – Limited English Proficiency  
raw score points  

Grade  Below Basic  Basic  Proficient  Advanced  

3  0 – 41  42 – 69  70 – 76  77 – 80  

4  0 – 47  48 – 60  61 – 69  70 – 80  

5  0 – 54  55 – 69  70 – 75  76 – 80  

6  0 – 47  48 – 59  60 – 66  67 – 80  

7  0 – 49  50 – 67  68 – 76  77 – 80  

8  0 – 47  48 – 65  66 – 73  74 - 80  

 
Literacy Alternate Assessment – Limited English Proficiency  

raw score points  

Grade  Below Basic  Basic  Proficient  Advanced  

3  0 – 249  250 – 319  320 – 351  352 - 384  

4  0 – 199  200 – 257  258 – 318  319 – 384  

5  0 – 199  200 – 225  226 – 269  270 – 384  

6  0 – 253  254 – 297  298 – 345  346 – 384  

7  0 – 209  210 – 268  269 – 307  308 – 384  

8  0 – 210  211 – 250  251 – 299  300 - 384  

 
Mathematics Alternate Assessment Students with Disabilities  

raw score points  

 
Grade  Not Evident  Emergent  Supported  

Independence  
Functional  

Independence  
Independent  

3  0-431  432-517  518-530  531-573  574-600  

4  0-426  427-522  523-535  536-563  564-600  

5  0-413  414-523  524-539  540-575  576-600  

6  0-437  438-533  534-551  552-573  574-600  

7  0-469  470-539  540-559  560-574  575-600  

8  0-505  506-552  553-569  570-577  578-600  

 
Literacy Alternate Assessment Students with Disabilities  

raw score points  

Grade  Not Evident  Emergent  Supported  
Independence  

Functional  
Independence  

Independent  

3  0-387  388-436  437-490  491-533  534-540  

4  0-399  400-447  448-493  494-527  528-540  

5  0-340  341-420  421-491  492-527  528-540  

6  0-302  303-420  421-485  486-515  516-540  

7  0-311  312-420  421-487  488-513  514-540  

8  0-327  328-448  449-501  502-514  515-540  

End of Course Geometry  End of Course Algebra I  

Performance Standards  Performance Standards  

Advanced  250 & 
above  

Advanced  250 & above  

Proficient  200 – 249  Proficient  200-249  

Basic  154-199  Basic  151-199  

Below Basic  153 & 
below  

Below Basic  150 & below  

Literacy (High school)  

Performance Standards  

Advanced  250 & above  

Proficient  200 – 249  

Basic  169-199  

Below Basic  168 & below  



 
7.0 Student Accountability  
 

7.01 By the year 2013-2014 all students are expected to perform at the proficient 
level or above.  

 
 7.02 Beginning with the 2005-2006 school year, a) students identified as 

failing to achieve at the proficient level on the State 2004-2005 or any 
subsequent mandated CRT (as referenced in Section 6.03 tables: 
Mathematics Criterion Referenced Assessments, Benchmarks, raw score 
points and Literacy Criterion Referenced Assessments, Benchmarks, raw 
score points, etc.); b) students in Grade K scoring delayed on either written 
language or oral communications and scoring delayed in mathematics on 
the state mandated uniform readiness screening (as referenced in 
Sections 3.36 and 3.37 Uniform Readiness Screening); and c) students in 
Grades 1and 2 and 3 not scoring proficient on the state mandated NRT(as 
referenced in Section 6.02 tables, Mathematics Norm Referenced 
Assessment standard score cut scores and Reading Norm-Referenced 
Assessment standard score cut scores), shall be evaluated by school 
personnel, who shall jointly develop, a remediation plan with the student’s 
parents. The remediation plan (AIP or if appropriate IRI) will assist the 
student in achieving the expected standard and will describe the parent’s  
role and responsibilities as well as the consequences for the student’s 
failure to participate in the plan.  

 
7.02.1 The AIP shall be prepared using the format designed by the 

Department of Education. However, the local school may adjust 
the format as deemed necessary.  

 
7.02.2 The AIP shall be developed cooperatively by appropriate teachers 

and/or other school personnel knowledgeable about the student’s 
performance or responsible for the remediation in consultation 
with the student’s parents. An analysis of student strengths and 
deficiencies based on test data and previous student records shall 
be available for use in developing the Plan. The plan shall be 
signed by the appropriate school administrator and the 
parent/guardian.  

 
7.02.3 The AIP should be flexible, should contain multiple remediation 

methods and strategies, and should include an intensive 
instructional program different from the previous year’s regular 
classroom instructional program. Examples of strategies and 
methods include, but are not limited to, computer assisted 
instruction, tutorial, extended year, learning labs within the school 
day, Saturday school, double blocking instruction in deficient 
areas during the school day, extended day etc.  

 
7.02.4 The AIP shall include formative assessment strategies and shall 

be revised periodically based on results from the formative 
assessments.  

 



7.02.5 The AIP shall include standards-based supplemental/remedial 
strategies aligned with the child’s deficiencies.  

 
7.02.6 A highly qualified teacher and/or a highly qualified 

paraprofessional under the guidance of a highly qualified teacher 
shall provide instructional delivery under the AIP.  

 
7.02.7 The AIP should contain an implementation timeline that assures 

the maximum time for remedial instruction.  
 
7.02.8 AIPs should be individualized; however, similar deficiencies based 

on test data, may be remediated through group instruction.  
7.02.9 In any instance where a student with disabilities identified under 

the Individuals with Disabilities Education Act has an 
Individualized Education Program (IEP) that already addresses 
any academic area or areas in which the student is not proficient 
on state-mandated criterion-referenced assessments, the 
individualized education program shall serve to meet the 
requirement of an AIP.  

 

7.03 Retention for failure to participate in the Academic Improvement Plan  
 

7.03.1 School districts shall notify parents, guardians or caregivers of 
remediation requirements and retention consequences for failure 
to participate in the required remediation at the beginning of the 
2004-2005 school year. Beginning with the 2005-2006 school 
year, this information shall be included in the student handbook.  

 
7.03.2 Beginning with the 2005-2006 school year, students in Grades 

three through eight, identified for an AIP who do not participate in 
the remediation program shall be retained. The local district shall 
determine the extent of the required participation in remediation as 
set forth in the student academic improvement plan.  

 
7.03.3 Remedial instruction provided during high school years (Grades 7 

– 12) may not be in lieu of English, mathematics, science or social 
studies, or other core subjects required for graduation.  

 
7.03.4 Any student who does not score at the Proficient level on the 

criterion–referenced assessments in reading, writing and 
mathematics shall continue to be provided with remedial or 
supplemental instruction until the expectations are met or the 
student is not subject to compulsory school attendance.  

 
7.03.5 Any student that has an AIP and fails to remediate, but scores at 

the Proficient level on the criterion-referenced assessments, shall 
not be retained.  

 
7.03.6 Beginning in the 2005-2006 school year, students not proficient on 

the End-of-Course tests or on the high school Literacy test, shall 



participate in a remediation program to receive credit for the 
corresponding course.  

 
7.03.7 Beginning with the 2009-2010 school year, students who fail to 

meet the pass rate on the end-of-course assessments shall not 
receive credit for the course until at least one of the following 
conditions are met. Any student failing to meet one of these 
conditions shall not be entitled to graduate with a high school 
diploma from an Arkansas high school or charter school.  

 
7.03.7.1 The student is identified as meeting a satisfactory pass 

level on a subsequent end-of-course assessment.  
7.03.7.1.1 No student that is identified as having failed to 

meet the satisfactory pass levels on an 
initial end-of-course assessment shall be 
entitled to take more than three (3) 
additional subsequent end-of-course 
assessments. ADE will determine annually  
the schedule for administration of additional 
assessments.  

7.03.7.1.2 Prior to a student taking additional end-of-
course assessments, the student shall be 
given a sufficient opportunity and time for 
remediation.  

7.03.7.2 The student is identified as having, by the end of grade 
twelve (12), finished an appropriate Alternate exit 
course and is identified as having met a satisfactory 
pass level on an Alternate assessment directly 
related to the Alternate exit course.  

7.03.7.2.1 Any student that fails to pass the end-of-course 
assessment after three additional attempts 
shall be required to take and pass an 
Alternate exit course and meet a 
satisfactory Alternate level score on a 
subsequent Alternate assessment.  

7.03.7.2.2 Alternate exit courses may be offered through a 
distance learning class and may be offered 
outside the normal school day.  

7.03.7.3 The student is identified as a student with 
disabilities who, because of the nature of 
the disabilities, cannot meet the 
requirements. In such case that student 
may graduate from high school by 
demonstrating alternate competencies or 
Alternate levels of competency as contained 
in the student’s individualized education 
program.  

7.04 The results of End-of-Course assessments shall become a part of each 
student’s transcript or permanent record. Each course for which a student 
completes the assessment shall be recorded with the performance level 
(advanced, proficient, basic or below-basic).  



7.05 The Department shall implement a statistical system that shall provide the 
best analysis of classroom, school, and school district effects on student 
progress based on established, value-added longitudinal calculations, 
which shall measure the difference in a student’s previous year’s 
achievement compared to the current year achievement for the purposes 
of improving student achievement, accountability, and recognition.  

7.06 The approach used by the Department shall be in alignment with federal 
statutes and developed in 2004-2005 to collect data to allow research and 
evaluation of student achievement growth models.  

 
7.07 The approach shall include value-added longitudinal calculations with 

sufficient transparency in the model’s conception and operation to allow 
others in the field to replicate the results.  

 
7.08 Reading Deficiency for Students in Kindergarten through Grade Two  

7.08.1 Beginning with the 2005-2006 school year, any student who 
exhibits a substantial reading deficiency shall be provided 
intensive reading instruction utilizing a scientifically-based reading 
program. The intensive instruction shall systematically, explicitly, 
and coherently provide instruction in the five essential elements of 
reading as defined in Section 3.20.  

7.08.2 During the 2005-2006 school year, the State Board of Education 
shall establish performance levels for kindergarten, Grade 1 and 
Grade 2 that define substantial difficulties in reading based on the 
State mandated, developmentally appropriate assessment. The 
State mandated Uniform Screening Readiness (USR) instrument 
shall be used to determine substantial reading difficulty for 
kindergarten students.  

7.08.3 Beginning with the 2005-2006 school year, all kindergarten 
students exhibiting substantial difficulties in reading will be 
evaluated by school personnel for the purpose of diagnosing 
specific reading difficulties. This evaluation will occur within 30 
days of receiving the USR results.  

7.08.4 Beginning with the 2005-2006 school year, within 30 days of the 
beginning of school, Grade 1 and Grade 2 students exhibiting 
substantial difficulties in reading will be evaluated by school 
personnel for the purpose of diagnosing specific reading 
difficulties. However, in those school years in which the State 
Board of Education shall revise the performance levels schools 
shall be allowed 30 days from the date of the final approval to 
conduct the evaluation.  

7.08.5 The evaluation shall include the Dynamic Indicators of Basic Early 
Literacy Skills (DIBELS).  

7.08.6 Beginning with the 2005-2006 school year, school personnel shall 
develop an intensive reading Improvement plan (IRI) that 
describes the intervention program for any student identified with 
substantial reading difficulty. The IRI shall be developed 
cooperatively by appropriate teachers and/or other school 
personnel knowledgeable about the student’s performance or 
responsible for remediation.  



7.08.7 The IRI shall contain an implementation timeline that assures the 
maximum time for remedial instruction. The intervention shall 
occur during the regular school day whenever possible, but may 
include extended day when appropriate. The intervention shall 
supplement, and not supplant, core classroom instruction.  

7.08.8 The IRI shall include valid and reliable progress monitoring 
assessments to measure student growth toward the grade level 
benchmarks in each essential element of reading.  

7.08.9 The intensive reading instruction provided under the IRI shall 
utilize strategies that are aligned with scientifically-based reading 
research.  
7.08.9.1 The intensive instruction shall systematically, explicitly 

and coherently provide instruction in the five 
essential areas of reading. The intensity and focus 
of the instruction shall be based on the evaluation 
results, teacher observation, and data from 
progress monitoring assessments. The intervention 
plan shall be revised periodically to reflect student 
needs as indicated on progress monitoring 
assessments.  

7.08.9.2 The IRI should be individualized; however, similar 
deficiencies may be remediated through group 
instruction.  

7.08.9.3 A highly qualified teacher and/or a highly qualified 
paraprofessional under the guidance of a highly 
qualified teacher shall provide instruction under the 
IRI.  

7.08.9.4 The intervention shall continue until the child has reached 
grade level benchmarks in all essential areas of 
reading.  

7.08.10 Student achievement in each of the essential elements shall be 
monitored monthly after students complete the 
intervention. Students who are not meeting current 
expectations shall be provided additional interventions.  

7.08.11 In any instance where a student with disabilities identified under 
the Individuals with Disabilities Act has an IEP that already 
addresses reading deficiencies, the individual education 
program shall serve to meet the requirements of the IRI.  

7.09 The parent or guardian of any student identified with a substantial reading 
deficiency shall be notified in writing to include the following:  
7.09.1 That the child has been identified as having a substantial 

deficiency in reading;  
7.09.2 A description of the current services that are provided to the child; 

and,  
7.09.3 A description of the proposed supplemental instructional services 

and supports that will be provided to the child that are designed to 
remediate the identified area of reading deficiency.  

8.0 School Accountability  
8.01 The Department of Education shall provide analyses of data produced by 

the Arkansas Comprehensive Assessment Program and other reliable 



measures of student learning to determine classroom, school, and school 
district academic performance.  

8.02 Student performance trend data shall be one of the components used in 
developing objectives of the school improvement plan, internal 
evaluations of instructional and administrative personnel, assignment of 
staff, allocation of resources, acquisition of instructional materials and 
technology, performance-based budgeting, and assignment of students 
into educational programs of the local school program.  

8.03 Each school shall develop one (1) Arkansas Comprehensive, School 
Improvement Plan (ACSIP) focused on student achievement. This 
requirement is intended to focus the school/school district annually on the 
school’s performance data for the purposes of improved student 
performance, based on data and the performance of students on the state 
assessment system.  

8.04 The purpose of ACSIP is to provide equal opportunity for all students, 
including identifiable subgroups, to meet the expected performance levels 
established by the Board on all State assessments.  

8.05 Consistent with the No Child Left Behind Act, each school must make 
adequate yearly progress (AYP), based primarily on the administration of 
the criterion-referenced assessments described in Section 5.02. In order 
to make AYP, a school or school district must—  
 • Demonstrate that at least 95 percent of all students and of students 

in each applicable subgroup, as provided in section 903.1 8.06, at the 
tested grade levels, participated in the assessments;  

 
 • Meet or exceed the annual measurable performance levels 

described in section 904.5, based on the percentages of students 
scoring proficient or above on the assessments, overall and for each 
applicable subgroup; or alternatively, if the total group or any 
subgroup does not meet the annual measurable performance levels, 
demonstrate that the percentage of students in that subgroup who did 
not meet the proficient level for that year decreased by 10 percent of 
that percentage from the preceding school year and that the subgroup 
made progress on one additional academic indicator; and  

 • Show progress for all students on an additional academic indicator, 
which shall be graduation rate for high schools and percent 
attendance for elementary and middle schools.  

 
8.06 The following subgroups must be included in the school/school district data 

disaggregation:  
8.06.1 Students with Disabilities  
8.06.2 Students who are English Language Learners  
8.06.3 Economically Disadvantaged Students  
8.06.4 Ethnic Subgroups  

8.06.4.1 Caucasian  
8.06.4.2 African American  
8.04.4.3 Hispanic  

8.07 A school must meet AYP criteria overall and for each of these subgroups 
that meets the minimum group size as determined by the Department of 
Education and approved by the U.S. Department of Education.  



8.08 The Department will determine AYP separately for mathematics and 
literacy, using appropriate statistical treatments. Based on the single 
statewide starting point described in this section, annual performance 
levels assure that ALL students will reach proficient by school year 2013-
2014.  

8.09 The Department will determine for each school in the state the percent of 
students performing at the proficient or advanced levels. This percentage 
will be determined by computing the sum of students proficient or 
advanced for the current year or the most recent three years across each 
grade for which there is a criterion-referenced assessment. That sum is 
divided by the total number of students assessed for that year or across 
those three years and grades. This number shall include students taking 
alternate assessments. The percentage shall be determined separately 
for mathematics and reading/literacy.  

8.10 The AYP starting point regarding percent proficient on state assessments 
will be determined for grade-level clusters K- 5; 6 – 8; and 9 – 12 and 
separately for mathematics and reading/literacy.  

8.11 The AYP starting point will be determined by ranking each school within the 
grade-level by the percent proficient. Additionally, the ranking will include 
the total student enrollment for those grades using October 1, 2002, data 
or October 1 of a subsequent year for which there is a recalculation.  

8.12 The Department will determine the school that contains the 20
th 

percent 
student of total enrollment – starting from the school with the lowest 
percent proficient and counting upward. The percent proficient of that 
school becomes the “starting point” for determining AYP for that grade-
level cluster and content area.  

 

8.13 The following table establishes the starting point and projected performance 
level for each year of the twelve years addressed by the No Child Left 
Behind Act.  

Calculating AYP Starting Points and Performance Levels  

K – 5 
Literacy  

K - 5 
Math  

6 - 8 Literacy  6 - 8 Math  9 - 12 
Literacy  

9 - 12 
Math  

Starting 
Point  
01-02  

31.8 28.2 18.1 15.3  19.5  10.4 

Year 1: 
02-03  

37.48 34.18 24.93 22.36 26.21  17.87 

Year 2: 
03-04  

43.16 40.16 31.76 29.42 32.92  25.34 

Year 3: 
04:05  

48.84 46.14 38.59 36.48 39.63  32.81 

Year 4: 
05-06  

54.52 52.12 45.42 43.54  46.34  40.28 

Year 5: 
06-07  

60.2 58.1 52.25 50.6 53.05  47.75 

Year 6: 
07-08  

65.88 64.08 59.08 57.66 59.76  55.22 

Year 7: 
08-09  

71.56 70.06 65.91 64.72 66.47  62.69 

Year 8: 
09-10  

77.24 76.04 72.74 71.78  73.18  70.16 



Year 9: 
10-11  

82.92 82.02 79.57 78.84 79.89  77.63 

Year 10: 
11-12  

88.6 88 86.4 85.9  86.6  85.1 

Year 11: 
12-13  

94.28 93.98 93.23 92.96 93.31  92.57 

Year 12: 
13-14  

99.96 99.96 100.06 100.02 100.02  100.04  

 
 
 

Calculating AYP and Annual Expected Performance Levels 

 

 K-5 

Math 

K-5 

Literacy 

6-8 

Math 

6-8 

Literacy 

9-12 

Math 

9-12 

Literacy 

Year  

05-06 

40.00 42.40 29.10 35.20 29.20 35.50 

Year 

06-07 

47.50 49.60 37.96 43.30 38.05 43.56 

Year 

07-08 

55.00 56.80 46.83 51.40 46.90 51.63 

Year 

08-09 

62.50 64.00 55.69 59.50 55.75 59.69 

Year 

09-10 

70.00 71.20 64.55 67.60 64.60 67.75 

Year  

10-11 

77.50 78.40 73.41 75.70 73.45 75.81 

Year 

11-12 

85.00 85.60 82.28 83.80 82.30 83.88 

Year 

12-13 

92.50 92.80 91.14 91.90 91.15 91.94 

Year 

13-14 

100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 

 
 

8.14 Each year, in determining whether a school has met the target of 
percent proficient for that school year as listed on the chart, the 
Department shall compare the school’s percent proficient in the 
appropriate grade-level cluster and content area with the 
statewide projected goal for that year. A school shall be deemed 
to have met AYP for a particular year for a particular grade-level 
cluster and content area as long as the school attains at least the 
statewide projected goal.  

 
8.15.1 Schools/School Districts failing to meet expected performance 

standards as established by the Board shall be subject to 
sanctions as specified in school improvement or academic 
distress.  



 
8.16  Schools/School Districts exemplifying exceptional performance 

levels and/or growth patterns shall be recognized for exemplary 
performance and will be eligible to participate in the rewards 
program.  

 
9.0 Accountability  
 

Schools failing to meet Adequate Yearly Progress as determined under 
these Rules shall be classified subject to the following consequences.  
  
 9.01 A school will be identified in alert status if it has not made 

AYP in the same subject (Mathematics or Literacy) for one year.  
 

 9.02 A school will be identified as in Improvement Status if it has 
not made AYP in the same subject (Mathematics or Literacy) for 
two consecutive years.  

  

9.03 A school in Alert Status or Improvement Status that fails to 
make AYP, but does not fail to make AYP in the same subject for 
two consecutive years, will remain in its existing status for the 
following school year.  

 
9.04 The first year a school fails to meet expected performance 
levels, that school shall be classified as on Alert Status. Any 
school classified on Alert Status shall be required to review and/or 
revise the school’s ACSIP Plan with special attention given to 
State designated subgroup(s) which failed to meet expected 
performance levels.  

 
9.05 The local school board president and the superintendent of a 
public school or school district identified by the Department in 
school improvement shall be notified in writing by the Department, 
via certified mail, return receipt requested, and the school district 
shall have a right to appeal to the Commissioner of the 
Department. The written appeal must be received in the Office of 
the Commissioner of Education within thirty (30) calendar days of 
the receipt of notice.  

 
9.06 The second year a school fails to make Adequate Yearly 
Progress, that school shall be classified as Year 1 of School 
Improvement. Any school classified in Year 1 of School 
Improvement shall offer eligible students choice options to another 
school in the district not in school improvement.  

 
9.07 The third year a school fails to make Adequate Yearly 
Progress, that school shall be classified as Year 2 of School 
Improvement. Any school classified in Year 2 of School 
Improvement shall offer eligible students supplementary 
educational services in keeping with federal guidelines in addition 
to continued consequences from Year 1 of School Improvement.  



 
9.08 Should a school fail to make Adequate Yearly Progress in the 
fourth year, the Board shall advance that school into corrective 
action. Schools in corrective action must continue to offer 
consequences from School Improvement Year 2 and the school 
must implement a plan, with the approval of the Department, 
having specified corrective actions.  

 
9.10 9.09   Should a school fail to make Adequate Yearly Progress in the fifth 

year, the Board shall advance that school into restructuring. In 
restructuring the Department may require the school to dismiss 
staff and administrators, annex the school to another school that is 
not in school improvement, and/or take other such action as 
deemed necessary by the Department and the Board.  

 
9.119.10 Once a school has been identified in school improvement, that school 

must make adequate yearly progress meet the standard(s) for 
which it failed to meet for two consecutive years in both 
mathematics and literacy to be considered for removal.  

 
9129.11 Schools that receive Title I funds must meet all funding requirements as 

specified by federal guidelines. Schools that do not receive Title I 
funds must implement programming in keeping with the school’s 
ACSIP Plan as revised.  

 
9139.12 Beginning with the 2006-2007 school year, schools designated in year 

three, four or five school improvement shall participate in a 
scholastic audit conducted by the Department of Education (or its 
designees).  

 
9.13.19.12.1 Results of the scholastic audit shall be presented to the 

superintendent within four (4) weeks of completing the 
scholastic audit. The audit shall make recommendations to 
improve teaching and learning for inclusion in the 
comprehensive school improvement plan.  

 
             9.149.13 School Performance Rating System 
  

9.14.19.13.1 The Department of Education will establish a working task 
force during the 2004-2005 school year to assist in the 
development of the rating system. The task force shall 
include educators, parents, and business/community 
stakeholders.  In order to keep the rating system reliable 
and valid, a Technical Advisory Committee composed of 
nationally recognized accountability experts, statisticians, 
and psychometricians shall be selected by the 
Commissioner of Education and shall advise the 
Department in all technical aspects of the accountability 
system.  
The rating system shall include the establishment of a 
performance level and an improvement level. The 



improvement level shall be assigned in the 2007-2008 
school year and the performance level shall be assigned 
no later than the 2009-2010 school year. The ADE will 
implement a pilot system of performance levels required by 
A.C.A. § 6-15-1903, at least one (1) year prior to the year 
of implementation required by law. The performance level 
designations may be applied to any school district 
requesting to be classified by such performance 
designations as allowed by A.C.A. § 6-15-1903 (b) (1).  

 
9.14 Performance Category Levels 

9.14. 1   The Department of Education shall prepare an annual report, 
which shall describe the school rating system.  The annual 
report shall designate two (2) category levels for each 
school.  The first category, annual performance, is based 
on the performance from the prior year on the criterion-
referenced test and end–of–course exams.  The second 
category, growth, shall be based on the schools’ 
improvement gains tracked longitudinally and using value-
added calculations on the criterion-referenced assessment  

 
9.14.2 The initial annual report shall identify schools as being in one (1) of 

the following annual performance category levels, based 
on the criterion-referenced Benchmark exams, as defined 
in 6-15-404(g) (1), and defined according to rules of the 
State Board of Education: 
(1) “Level 5”, schools of excellence; 
(2) “Level 4”, schools exceeding the standards; 
(3) “Level 3”, schools meeting the standards; 
(4) “Level 2”, schools on alert; or 
(5) “Level 1”, schools in need of immediate improvement. 

 
9.15 For the years 2004-2005 through 2008-2009, school will not be  

assigned annual school performance category levels, unless an 
annual performance category levels is requested by the school. 

 
9.16   Annual School Performance Rating:  Weighted Average Approach 

 
9.16.1 Since the ACTAAP testing program in Arkansas was designed as  

a criterion-referenced assessment system with performance 
standards, the standards for student performance can be used to 
develop a rating index of school performance. 

 
9.16.2 Numerical values to be used as weighting factors can be  

assigned to each students’ performance category (Advanced = 4; 
Proficient = 3; Basic = 2; Below Basic = 1) 

 
9.16.3 With these weights assigned to the performance levels, a 

performance index for the school can be computed by multiplying 
the weights of the performance levels times the number of 
students scoring in the performance category. 



 
9.16.4 The sum of the weighted student performance for each subject 

and grade in the school is divided by the total number of students 
testing the subjects and grades.  The resulting average for the 
school is an index of performance that will range between 1.0 
and 4.0. 

 
9.17   Achievement Rating Weighted Average Approach 
  

9.17.1 Assigned the following points: 
 
4 points per student scoring in the advanced category, 
3 points per student scoring in the proficient category; 
2 points per student scoring in the basic category,  
1 point per student scoring in the below basic category. 
 
Points = Number of student scoring in category X points assigned 
to categories 

 
9.17.2 Example  
 

Number of 
Students 

Scoring 
Category 

Points Assigned 
to Categories 

Total 

10 Advanced 4 40 

30 Proficient 3 90 

40 Basic 2 80 

20 Below Basic 1 20 

Total points for the school for all categories 230 

 
 
9.18   Achievement Rating: Weighted Average Approach Calculation 
 

9.18.1 To calculate the rating score for each school, divide the total point 
for the school by the number of students in the school. 

 
Points Received Number of Students Rating 

230 100 2.3 

 
9.18.2 At the direction of the state board, a panel of stakeholders was 

convened to review the statewide performance of schools and 
conduct the standard setting process. In the school standard 
setting process, stakeholders representing administrators, 
teachers, business, parents, and school board members served 
as panelists to decide on the quality level represented by various 
points within the distribution of school index scores. The state 
board reviewed and adopted the following standards 
recommended by the stakeholder’s advisory panels for the annual 
performance rating.   

 
Standard Setting Recommendations 

Stakeholder Advisory Panels 



Cut Scores Cut 1/2 Cut 2/3 Cut 3/4 Cut 4/5 

Administrators 1.7 2.19 2.76 3.02 

Teachers 1.6 2.25 3.0 3.5 

Business 1.735 2.145 2.7 3.365 

Parents 1.75 2.2 2.65 3.0 

School Board 1.81 2.30 2.87 3.30 

Median 1.735 2.2 2.755 3.300 
Average 1.719 2.21 2.79 3.23 

 
9.18.3 After the rating score has been calculated for each school, 

schools may calculate their annual performance level by locating 
the established performance standard (cut score) for placing each 
school in one of five performance categories. 

 
9.18.4 In the example below, if the rating score of the school is between 

3.5 and 4.0, it will be in the “schools of excellence” performance 
category level.  

 
 

    
Expert Panel 
Cut Scores 

Performance  
Categories 

3.23 – 4.0 Schools of excellence 

2.79 – 3.22 Schools exceeding the standards 

2.21 – 2.78 Schools meeting standards 

1.719 – 2.20 Schools approaching the standards (alert) 

1.0 – 1.718 Schools in need of immediate improvement 

 
 
9.18.5  . The second category, growth, available in 2007-2008, shall be 

based on the schools’ improvement gains tracked longitudinally 
and using value-added calculations on the criterion-referenced 
assessment.  The working taskforce shall continue to assist in the 
rating system during the establishment of the second category. 

 
9.19  School Choice 

 
9.19.1 For all schools that have received an annual performance  

category levels of Level 1 for two (2) consecutive years, the 
students in these schools shall be offered the opportunity public 
school choice option with transportation provided pursuant to 
A.C.A. § 6-18-227 et seq. 
 

9.20    Supplemental Educational Services  
 

9.20.1 In addition, the school district board shall provide supplemental  
educational services, approved by the State Board, to affected 
students. 

 
9.21 Recognition Awards 

 



9.21.1 Schools that receive an annual performance category level of 
Level 5 or Level 4 are eligible for school recognition awards and 
performance-based funding pursuant toA.C.A. § 6-15-1907. 

9.22 Sanctions 
 

9.22.1 Any school or district that is involved in substantiated test security 
violations will not be eligible to receive the “school of excellence” 
performance rating. 

 
 

10.0 School District Accountability  
 

10.01 The Department annually reviews each district to determine whether it is 
making AYP in the following way.  

 
 10.01.1 Determine the collective status for all the schools within a 

district within each grade-level grouping (k-5; 6-8 and 9-12)  
 

 10.01.2 Determine the district percent of participation across each 
grade level group  

 
 10.01.3 Determine the district status on secondary indicator 

across each grade-level group.  
 

 10.01.4 A district shall be in school improvement when all levels 
within a district fail to meet performance standards for two 
consecutive years in the same subject. A district having status 
of School Improvement shall be removed from that status 
when any one level meets the performance standard for two 
consecutive years in that subject.  

 
10.02 Before identifying a district for district improvement, the Department will provide 

the district with an opportunity to review the data on which the 
identification is based. The district may appeal the identification, and the 
Department will decide the appeal within 30 days.  

10.03 Each district identified for school improvement shall within three months of 
identification develop or revise a district improvement plan that complies 
with the requirements of the No Child Left Behind Act, including the 
requirement that it spend not less than 10% of its Part A, Title I funds on 
professional development for each fiscal year in which the district is 
identified for improvement. The district shall initiate implementation of the 
plan expeditiously, but not later than the beginning of the next school year 
after the school year in which the district was identified for improvement. 
The Department will provide technical assistance to districts in developing 
and implementing improvement plans under this section.  

10.04 Academic Distress – Procedures for Identification, Classification and 
Appeal of School Districts in Academic Distress  

10.04.1 A school district for which 75% or more of the students completing the 
state’s assessments perform at the below basic level shall be 
designated in Academic Distress. This computation shall 
collectively include students from each school in the district 



and from each grade for which a criterion-referenced 
assessment is given.  

10.04.2 Within thirty calendar days (30) after the release of the state assessment 
results by the Department, the Department shall identify all 
school districts in Academic Distress and shall notify in writing 
each school district superintendent and board president via 
certified mail, return receipt requested.  

10.04.3 A school district may appeal a determination of the Department 
identifying the district as an Academic Distress school district 
by filing an appeal in writing in the Office of the Commissioner 
of the Department within (30) calendar days after receiving the 
notification, justifying why the district should not be identified 
as being in Academic Distress.  

10.04.4 The Board shall render a written decision of a classification on a district’s 
appeal of identification as an Academic Distress school district 
within sixty (60) calendar days of the district’s written request.  

 

10.04.5 The decision of the Board shall be final with no further right of appeal, 
except a school district may appeal to the Circuit Court of 
Pulaski County pursuant to the Administrative Procedures Act, 
A.C. A. §25-15-201 et seq.  

10.05 Time Limitation of Academic Distress Status  
10.05.1 A public school district identified as in academic distress shall have no 

more than two (2) consecutive school years beginning on July 
1 following the date of notice of identification to be removed 
from academic distress status.  

10.05.2 The Board may at any time take enforcement action on any school 
district in academic distress status including, but not limited to, 
annexation, consolidation, or reconstitution of a school district 
pursuant to A.C.A. § 6-13-1401 et seq.  

10.05.3 If a public school district fails to be removed from academic distress 
status within the allowed two (2) year time period, the Board 
shall annex, consolidate or reconstitute the academic distress 
school district prior to July 1 of the next school year unless the 
Board, at its discretion, issues a written finding supported by a 
majority of the board, explaining in detail that the school 
district could not remove itself from academic distress during 
the relevant time period due to external forces beyond the 
school district’s control.  

10.06 Procedures for assisting school districts in academic distress  
10.06.1 Within thirty (30) calendar days of classification by the State Board, each 

Academic Distress school district shall develop and file with 
the Department a modified Comprehensive School 
Improvement Plan to target and address any area in which the 
district is experiencing academic distress.  

10.06.2 Within fifteen (15) calendar days of classification by the State Board, the 
Department shall assign a team of educators to evaluate the 
district and determine the need for on-site technical 
assistance.  

10.06.3 The team of educators shall evaluate and make recommendations to the 
district superintendent within sixty (60) calendar days following 



the district’s classification as an Academic Distress school 
district.  

10.06.4 School districts classified as Academic Distress shall provide access to 
all district assessment, instruction, personnel and academic 
records and reports to assist the team in the formulation of the 
recommendations for improvement.  

 

10.06.5 The Department with assistance from the team of educators shall review 
the data relative to the academic status and performance of 
students in the Academic Distress school district.  

10.06.6 Following the on-site review, the team of educators will submit a written 
set of recommendations to the Academic Distress school 
district.  

10.06.7 The Department shall provide relevant technical assistance to each 
identified school district based upon the needs identified in the 
Comprehensive School Improvement Plan.  

10.08 Procedures for evaluating and removal of school districts from academic 
distress status  

10.08.1 The Department shall review and annually report to the Board the 
academic conditions existing in each Academic Distress 
school district and determine whether the district is making 
progress and has fewer than 75% of the students performing 
in the below basic performance level.  

10.08.2 A school district designated in Academic Distress shall be removed from 
Academic Distress only if fewer than 75% of the students 
perform below basic for two consecutive years.  

11.0 Board Authority  
11.01 The Board shall have the following authority regarding any public school 

district in academic distress:  
11.01.1 Require the superintendent of the school district to relinquish all 

authority with respect to the district, to appoint an individual to 
administratively operate the district under the supervision of 
the Commissioner of the Department, with the cost to be paid 
from school district funding;  

11.01.2 Suspend or remove some or all of the current board of directors 
and call for the election of a new school board for the school 
district in which case the school district shall reimburse the 
county board of election commissioners for election costs as 
otherwise required by law.  

11.01.3 Allow the school district to operate without the local school board 
under the supervision of the local school district administration 
or an administration chosen by the Commissioner of the 
Department.  

11.01.4 Waive the application of Arkansas law, with the exception of the 
Teacher Fair Dismissal Act of 1983, A.C.A. § 6-17-1501 et  
seq., and the Public school Employee Fair Hearing Act, A.C.A. 
§ 6-17-1701 et seq., or Department Rules.  

11.01.5 The Board has exclusive jurisdiction to determine the boundary 
lines of the receiving or resulting school district and to allocate 
assets and liability of the district.  



11.01.6 Require the annexation, consolidation, or reconstitution of the 
public school district.  

11.01.7 Take any other necessary and proper action as determined by 
the Board that is allowed by law.  

11.01.8 After providing thirty (30) calendar days written notice, via 
certified mail return receipt requested, to a school district, the 
Department may petition the Board or the Board on its own 
motion, at any time, may take action pursuant to 11.0 as 
allowed by Act 1467 of 2003, in order to secure and protect 
the best interest of students in the public school district or to 
secure and protect the best interest of the educational 
resources of the state.  

11.01.9 The School District shall have a right of appeal to a public hearing 
before the Board after filing a written notice of appeal with the 
office of the Commissioner of the Department at least thirty 
(30) calendar days prior to the appeal hearing.  

11.01.10 The State Board shall consolidate, annex or reconstitute a 
school district that fails to remove itself from the classification 
of a school district in academic distress within two (2) 
consecutive school years of receipt of notice of identification 
unless the Board, at its discretion, issues a written finding 
supported by a majority of the Board, explaining in detail that 
the school district could not remove itself from academic 
distress due to impossibility caused by external forces beyond 
the school district’s control.  

11.01.11 After a public hearing, the Board shall consolidate, annex, or 
reconstitute the school district in academic distress to another 
non-academic distress school district upon a majority vote of a 
quorum of the members of the Board as permitted or required 
by this subchapter.  

11.01.12 The Board’s classification of a school district in Academic Distress shall 
be final except that the school district shall have a right of 
appeal to the Circuit Court of Pulaski County pursuant to the 
Arkansas Administrative Procedures Act, A.C.A. § 25-15-201 
et seq.  

 
12.0 School Choice and Academic Distress  
 
12.01 Any student attending a public school district classified as being in 

academic distress shall automatically be eligible and entitled pursuant to 
A.C.A. § 6-18-206, the “Arkansas Public School Choice Act”, to transfer to 
another geographically contiguous school district not in academic distress 
during the time period a district is classified as being in academic 
distress, and therefore, not be required to file a petition by July 1 but shall 
meet all other requirements and conditions of the Arkansas Public School 
Choice Act.  

12.02 The cost of student transportation to the nonresident district shall be borne 
by the resident district.  

12.03 The nonresident district shall count the student for average daily 
membership purpose. 



 

 

Arkansas Department of Education 

Proposed Rules Governing the Regulatory Basis of Accounting 
 

 

1.00 Authority 

 

1.01 The Arkansas State Board of Education’s authority for promulgating these 

Rules is pursuant to Ark. Code. 6-11-105. 

 

1.02 These rules shall be known as the Arkansas Department of Education Rules 

Governing the Regulatory Basis of Accounting, which is an Other 

Comprehensive Basis of Accounting (OCBOA), for Schools. OCBOA is 

defined and authorized by Statement on Auditing Standards, issued by the 

American Institute of Certified Public Accountants 

 
2.00 Purpose 

 

 2.01 The purpose of these Rules is to establish a consistent basis of  

accounting for Schools. 

 

3.00 Definitions - For purposes of these Rules, the following term means: 
 

3.01 “School” — any public school district, charter school, educational 

cooperative, or any publicly supported entity having supervision over public 

educational entities. 

 

3.02 “Regulatory Basis of Accounting” — A basis of accounting that the reporting 

entity (school) uses to comply with the requirements or financial reporting 

provisions of a governmental regulatory agency (Arkansas Department of 

Education) to whose jurisdiction the entity is subject. 

 
4.00 Financial Reporting-Regulatory Basis of Accounting 

 

4.01 The financial statements shall be presented on a fund basis format. There 

shall be no entity-wide statements. 

 

4.02 The financial statements shall consist of: Balance Sheet — Regulatory 
Basis; Statement of Revenues, Expenditures and Changes in Fund 

Balances — Governmental Funds  - Regulatory Basis; Statement of 

Revenues, Expenditures and Changes in Fund Balances — Budget and 

Actual — General and Special Revenue Funds — Regulatory Basis. 

 

4.03 There shall be included a Schedule of Capital Assets, including land, 

buildings and equipment, as supplemental information. The Capital Assets 

shall be reported net of accumulated depreciation.   



 
 

4.04 Major governmental funds shall be defined as general and special revenue. 

Such funds shall be presented separately in the financial statements. All 

other governmental funds shall be presented in the aggregate. Fiduciary fund 

types shall be presented in a separate column in the Balance Sheet — 

Regulatory Basis. 

 
4.05 Revenues, except for property taxes (see below), shall be reported in the 

financial statements in the accounting period in which they become 

susceptible to accrual — that is, when they become both measurable and 

available to finance expenditures of the fiscal period. Expenditures shall be 

reported in the financial statements when the related liability is incurred. 

Such expenditures shall not include accruals for interest payable, 

compensated absences, prepaid expenses or inventories. Reported liabilities, 

except for deferred taxes, shall not include the current portion of long-term 

debt or deferred revenues.    Property taxes shall be accrued or deferred, as 

applicable, in accordance with guidelines issued by the Arkansas Department 

of Education (ADE) in Commissioner’s Memo Numbers COM-06-081 and 

COM-06-093, which were effective beginning with the fiscal year ended June 

30, 2006.  Arkansas law defines revenue receipts of a school district and 

includes forty percent (40%) of the proceeds of local taxes which are not 

pledged to secure bonded indebtedness or forty percent (40%) of the revenue 

from the uniform rate of tax whichever is greater collected in the succeeding 

calendar year, commonly known as 40% pullback, within that definition.  

School districts must utilize the 40% pullback amount, as calculated by the 

ADE and reflected on the respective county’s abstract of assessments, in 

recording property tax revenue as follows: 

• If the amount of 40% pullback collected by June 30
th

 is less than the 

calculated 40% pullback amount, the difference must be accrued; 

• If the amount of 40% pullback collected by June 30
th

 is more than the 

calculated 40% pullback amount, the excess must be recorded as 

deferred tax revenue. 

 

4.06 Revenues shall be reported by major sources, and expenditures shall be 

reported by major function. 

 

4.07 Other transactions which are not reported as revenues or expenditures shall 

be reported as other financing sources and uses. Transactions related to the 

recording of installment contracts, capital leases, and significant insurance 

recoveries shall be reported as other financing sources.  Losses resulting 

from the impairment of capital assets shall not be reported in the financial 

statements. 

 

4.08 The carrying value of sinking funds, required by the provisions of a 

Qualified Zone Academy Bond (QZAB), shall be reported at cost.  Risk 

disclosures of the related investments, as addressed in Governmental 

Accounting Standards Board Statement No. 40, shall not be included in the 

Notes to Financial Statements.   



 

4.09 The Notes To Financial Statements (NTFS) shall include those disclosures 

appropriate to the regulatory basis of accounting. The NTFS shall also 

include the following, if applicable: summarized reporting information, if 

material, pertaining to component units, related organizations, and other 

affiliated organizations (as defined by the Governmental Accounting 

Standards Board), changes in private-purpose trust funds, and required 

disclosures related to long-term debt.   

 

4.10 There shall be no Management’s Discussion and Analysis. 

 

4.11 The Schedule of Expenditures of Federal Awards shall be reported on the 

same basis of accounting as the financial statements. 

 
5.00 Alternative Basis of Presentation 

 

5.01 The governing body of a school district may adopt a resolution, not less than 

six months before the end of the school fiscal year, requiring their financial 

statements be presented in accordance with the standards established by the 

Governmental Accounting Standards Board, the American Institute of 

Certified Public Accountants, and the United States Government 

Accountability Office. Once this resolution is made, it shall remain in effect 

until the governing board rules otherwise. 

 

5.02 This resolution adopting the Alternative Basis of Presentation must be 

submitted to the Department of Education within ten (10) days of adoption 

by the local school board. 



ARKANSAS DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION 

PROPOSED RULES GOVERNING THE PROGRAM TO INFORM 

 STUDENTS ABOUT THE ARKIDS FIRST PROGRAM 
 

1.0 REGULATORY AUTHORITY 

 

1.01 These rules shall be known as Arkansas Department of Education Rules 

Governing the Program to Inform Students in Local School Districts about the 

ARKids First Program. 

 

1.02 These rules are enacted pursuant to the State Board of Education’s authority under 

Ark. Code Ann. § 6-11-105 and Act 882 of the 85
th

 General Assembly Regular 

Session. 

 

2.0 PURPOSE 

 

2.01 It is the purpose of these rules to establish a program to inform students and their 

parents or guardians about health care coverage under the ARKids First Program 

Act, A.C.A. § 20-77-1101 et seq. 

 

3.0 DEFINITIONS 

 

For the purpose of these rules: 

  

3.01 ARKids First is health care insurance for children. 

 

3.02 ARKids First has two programs:  ARKids First-A and ARKids First-B.  ARKids 

First-A is Medicaid for children.  ARKids First-B is for people who exceed the 

income maximum to qualify for regular Medicaid but still do not have health 

insurance for their children. 

 

3.03 Arkansas Medicaid Administrative Claiming (ARMAC) is a federally-funded 

program that allows public education agencies to receive reimbursements for 

Medicaid-related administrative activities such as Medicaid Outreach, verification 

of Medicaid eligibility, referral and coordination of medical services, and program 

planning. 

 

3.04 Benefits are the types of services covered by ARKids First Program. 

 

3.05 Eligibility requirements for the ARKids First program are based on the income 

level of the family.   

 

3.06 Medicaid is a program that helps pay for medically-necessary medical services for 

needy and low-income persons. 

 



3.07 Medicaid Outreach includes activities associated with informing eligible or 

potentially-eligible families and students about Medicaid and how to access the 

program. 

 

4.0 IMPLEMENTATION 

 

4.01 Beginning with the 2006-2007 school year and each year thereafter, the Arkansas 

Department of Education will cooperate with and assist local school districts in 

the state to inform students and their families about the ARKids First program. 

 

4.02 The Arkansas Department of Education will coordinate with the Department of 

Health and Human Services to disseminate current ARKids First program 

information to local school districts.  

 

5.0 RULES 

 

5.01 By October 15, beginning with the 2006-2007 school year and each year 

thereafter, the Arkansas Department of Education will provide local school 

districts pertinent ARKids First program information which will include:  ARKids 

First applications, ARKids First eligibility criteria, and ARKids First benefit 

information. 

 

5.02 The Arkansas Department of Education, in coordination with the Department of 

Health and Human Services, will make available to local school districts the 

contact information for each county Department of Health and Human Services 

office. 

 

5.03 The Arkansas Department of Education, in coordination with the Department of 

Health and Human Services, will promote the Medicaid-outreach activities related 

to the ARKids First program to local school districts through the Arkansas 

Medicaid Administrative Claiming (ARMAC) program. 

 

5.04 The Arkansas Department of Education will annually update local school districts 

on any information related to the ARKids First program as implemented by the 

Department of Health and Human Services. 

 

5.05 Local school districts will provide ARKids First applications, ARKids First 

eligibility criteria, and ARKids First benefit information to students and their 

families identified as being in need of health insurance coverage. 

 

5.06 Local school districts will coordinate efforts with the local county Department of 

Health and Human Services office for processing ARKids First applications. 

 

5.07 Local school districts will make available to students and families the contact 

information for the local Department of Health and Human Services office. 
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Proposed Arkansas Department of Education 

Rules Governing the Assessments Scores for Students Attending the Arkansas School for 

Mathematics, Sciences and the Arts of the University of Arkansas 
Drafted April 2006  

 

1.0 Regulatory Authority 

 

1.01 These Rules shall be known as the Arkansas Department of Education Rules 

Governing the Assessment Scores of Students attending the Arkansas School for 

Mathematics, Sciences and the Arts of the University of Arkansas. 

 

1.02 The State Board of Education promulgated these Rules pursuant to the implementation 

of Ark. Code Ann. §§ 6-11-105 and 6-15-439 and Act 2253 of the Regular Session of 

2005. 

 

2.0 Purpose of Rules 

 

2.01 To develop reporting procedures on student achievement designed to track and report 

the results of assessments taken by students attending the Arkansas School for 

Mathematics, Sciences, and the Arts of the University of Arkansas to the public school 

districts that the student attended immediately prior to transferring to the Arkansas 

School for Mathematics, Sciences and Arts of the University of Arkansas. 

 

3.0 Definition for the Purpose of these Rules, the following terms mean: 

 

3.01 AArkansas Comprehensive Assessment Program@ B means the testing component of 

Arkansas Comprehensive, Testing, Assessment and Accountability Program, which 

shall consist of developmentally appropriate assessments for kindergarten, Grades one 

and two, national norm-referenced tests in Grades 3 through 9, any other assessments 

as required by the State Board of Education, criterion-referenced tests for Grades 3 

through 8, or other assessments which are based on researched best practices as 

determined by qualified experts which would be in compliance with federal and state 

law, End-of-Course tests for designated grades and content areas, and the high school 

literacy test; 

 

3.02 AArkansas Comprehensive, Testing, Assessment and Accountability Program@ 

(ACTAAP) B  means a comprehensive system that focus on high academic standards, 

professional development, student assessments, and accountability for all schools; 

 

3.03 ACriterion-Referenced Test (CRT)@ B an assessment required by state statue, rule and 

regulation which is designed by the State to measure student performance/achievement 

on the State=s Academic Content Standards; 
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3.04 ANorm-Referenced Test (NRT)@ B an assessment required by state law rule or 

regulation to measure the performance/achievement of Arkansas students relative to 

the achievement of students who comprised the norm or standardization group for a 

particular commercial instrument; 

 

3.05 ASecure Examination or Assessment@ B an assessment instrument, materials or other 

student achievement evaluation method required by State statue, rule or regulation that 

is administered to assess student performance or achievement and takes place on the 

dates specified on the testing/assessment calendar developed by the Commissioner of 

the Department. 

 

4.0 Transmittal of Assessment Scores 

 

4.01 Secure assessment scores under the Arkansas Comprehensive, Testing, Assessment, 

and Accountability Program for assessments taken by students attending the Arkansas 

School for Mathematics, Sciences, and the Arts of the University of Arkansas shall be 

made available to school officials and the local school district  the student last attended 

prior to attending the Arkansas School for Mathematics and Sciences and the Arts of 

the University of Arkansas for educational purposes only. 

 

4.02 Beginning with the 2006-2007 school year, the assessment scores under the Arkansas 

Comprehensive, Testing, Assessment and Accountability Program for assessments 

taken by students attending the Arkansas School for Mathematics, Sciences and the 

Arts of the University of Arkansas shall be sent to the public school district the student 

attended immediately prior to transferring to the Arkansas School for Mathematics, 

Sciences and the Arts of the University of Arkansas, with copies made available to the 

Arkansas School for Mathematics, Sciences and the Arts of the University of Arkansas 

and shall be included and credited to the NCLB, AYP and other reports of the school 

district the student attended immediately prior to transferring the Arkansas School for 

Mathematics, Sciences and the Arts of the University of Arkansas. 

 

5.0 Identification and Reporting Process for Assessment Scores of Students Attending the 

Mathematics and Science School 

 

5.01 The Arkansas School for Mathematics and Sciences and the Arts of the University of 

Arkansas shall report the name and assessment scores under ACTAAP, of each 

individual student to the local school district the student attended immediately prior to 

transferring to the Arkansas School for Mathematics, Sciences and the Arts of the 

University of Arkansas, and make an official request for ACTAAP assessment scores 

for educational use. 

 

5.02 Upon request of ACTAAP assessment scores, the local school district Arkansas 
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School for Mathematics and Sciences and the Arts of the University of Arkansas shall 

immediately release all ACTAAP assessment scores to the Arkansas School for 

Mathematics, Sciences and the Arts of the University of Arkansas  local school district 

the student attended immediately prior to attending the Arkansas School for 

Mathematics and Sciences and the Arts of the University of Arkansas.  

 

5.03 The Arkansas School for Mathematics, Science and Arts of the University of Arkansas 

shall report to the Office of Public School Academic Accountability the name of each 

student, and the name of the school district the student attended immediately prior to 

transferring to the Arkansas School for Mathematics, Sciences and the Arts of the 

University of Arkansas no later than December 15 of each school year. 

 

5.04 Due to confidentiality of individual student achievement scores ACTAAP, the 

Arkansas Department of Education shall make available on a website only the 

aggregate assessment scores of students attending the Arkansas School for 

Mathematics, Sciences and the Arts of the University of Arkansas to appropriate 

school officials in local school districts and at the Arkansas School for Mathematics, 

Sciences, and Arts of the University of Arkansas.   

 

5.05 The Arkansas School for Mathematics and Sciences and the Arts of the University of 

Arkansas shall report the name of each individual student to the local school district 

the student attended immediately prior to transferring to the Arkansas School for 

Mathematics and Sciences and the Arts of the University of Arkansas and is entitled to 

request and receive ACTAAP assessment scores for that student from the local school 

district for school years prior to attending the Arkansas School for Mathematics and 

Sciences and the Arts of the University of Arkansas. 

 

































HASS HALL ACADEMY CHARTER SCHOOL 

Status Report to the 

State Board of Education 

August 14, 2006 

 
 
The primary financial matters facing Haas Hall are twofold: 
 

1. Hass Hall has the following debts: 
a. Federal Internal Revenue Service:    $79,816 
b. Arkansas Department of Finance and Administration  $12,958 
c. Arkansas Teacher Retirement     $50,000 
       Total            $142,774 

 
2. Haas Hall is not maintaining financial records on APSCN in a timely and accurate manner. 

 
Concerning Haas Hall’s debts, the following actions have been taken: 
 

• Dr. Schoppmeyer has written both the IRS and DFA requesting a 24-month payment schedule in 
order to get both of these accounts current. 

o He has not received a reply at this time. 
 

• Dr. Schoppmeyer has been working with Arkansas Teacher Retirement (ATRS) to establish the 
total amount owed by Haas Hall. 

 

• Dr. Schoppmeyer has secured financial support from a private source. 
o Dr. Schoppmeyer has assured us that the benefactor has expressed a willingness to pay 

off all these outstanding debts. 
o Dr. Schoppmeyer has assured us that Hass Hall is working to eliminate the penalties and 

interest due on these debts. 
o This debt amount does not include $3,500 owed to Gateway computers. 
o Haas Hall has budgeted a monthly debt payment of $5,682.50 for the IRS, DFA, and 

ATRS over the next 24 months, and $1,167 for Gateway over the next three months. 
o A monthly payment of $6,849 for the next three months will result in Hass Hall’s 

expenditures exceeding revenues by $1,101 monthly (Mr. John Scott of Hanna’s Candles 
has promised $5,000 per month to Haas Hall.   This amount is included in the revenues 
referenced here.) 

o Haas Hall has budgeted the following revenues in addition to the State Foundation funds 
and the Hanna’s Candles contribution.  These will Produce $12,083 in additional monthly 
revenues. 

� Student Fees   $45,000 annually 
� Walton Foundation           $100,000 annually 

 
Concerning Haas Hall’s efforts to improve their financial record keeping on APSCN in a timely and 
accurate manner, the following actions have been taken: 
 

• In March 2005, Hass Hall employed Carolyn Rice to maintain their financial records in the 
APSCN system.  Ms. Rice is an experienced bookkeeper. 

• In March 2005, Haas Hall was eight months behind in bank reconciliations and had not posted 
any financial data since July 2004. 
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• Ms. Rice has prepared and all required financial records are current up to November 2005. 

• Haas Hall did not provide financial data to Ms. Rice for December 2005, and January through 
March of 2006.  Once again, Haas Hall failed to maintain accurate and timely financial records. 

• At this time, Ms. Rice has finished all 2005-2006 payroll and related reports and has posted all 
revenues.  Due to Haas Hall not providing financial data in a timely manner, she is working on 
accounts payable from April, May, and June 2006. 

• Currently, the bank balance is not reconciled to the APSCN records at Haas Hall because APSCN 
payroll recorded checks to ATRS.  Those checks were never issued to ATRS.  Thus, APSCN and 
the bank do not reconcile. 

• Haas Hall set up a fiscal year of January to December.  School District fiscal years are July to 
June.  Dr. Schoppmeyer committed to change the Haas Hall year to coincide with the July to June 
schedule. 

 
Summary: 
 
The Haas Hall Academy Charter School has very serious financial issues.  However, they have taken 
some positive steps to correct the situation and have repeatedly pledged to correct the problems.  To 
ensure that Haas Hall complies with all APSCN reporting requirements and continues to improve and 
correct the existing financial problems, the school must comply with the following financial accounting 
and reporting requirements: 
 

• Provide all financial records to Ms. Rice by the 5th of the month following the reporting period. 

• Require Ms. Rice to provide the bank reconciliation by the 10th of each subsequent month. 

• All appropriate personnel should attend the relevant APSCN training throughout the year. 

• Haas Hall administrators should be accountable for approving APSCN monthly financial reports 
in a timely manner. 

• The Haas Hall School Board should review and approve APSCN monthly financial reports in a 
timely manner. 

• The School should pursue reaching an agreement with the IRS, DFA, and ATRS to establish a 
debt schedule.  The 2006-2007 budget should be adjusted as needed to reflect the final agreement. 

• All financial revenues received from private sources should be supported with appropriate 
documentation. 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 


